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I Have read and conſidered your late performance, 

fronted with the title of Seceding Presbyteriani/mn 
Delineated, which ſeems to be a production of the moſt 
[ſingular nature that ever came in my way, and does 
iſo little honour to you, its author, in the opinion of 
the ſober and thinking part of mankind, that I began 


ang it below my notice, and unworthy of my time, 
ill ſome informed me, from different quarters, that 
he cauſe which we eſpouſe is, by your eſſay, depre- 


ave greedily embraced the occaſion your book has 
reſented to revile the ſeceding intereſt; and alſo,.ts 
hrow the fouleſt calumny upon the miniſters of the 
:ctation, as a ſociety of immoral men, who ought 
o be carefully avoided, Reports of this nature have 
ragged me to addreſs you by the preſs, undertaking 
e low office of an anſwer to your pitiful book % 


= 


ith an adverſary that fights not with the approveht 
armour of ſcripture and reaſon, but the deteſted wear 
ons of ſlander and falſhood ; yet the laws of ſelf 
reſervation, and the credit of religion, will ſuffic 


tly juſtify an attempt to wreſt ſuch pernicious Ar- 


mour 
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CET TEK 
' To Wk: v:zrx» 
r. FOHN POTTS, &c. 


REVEREND SIR, 


o drop my deſign of offering an anſwer to it, elteem- 


tated, and ſuffering contempt with ſeverals, who 


hough the office be not honourable, to contend 
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: mour out of his hands, that, for the time to come, he 
| may be leſs qualified to wound the characters of others. 


If, by this eſſay, I ſhall compaſs ſuch a valuable end, 

and detect the fraud and falſhood, with which your 
pamphlet is ſtuffed ; if likeways, I ſhall undeceive | 
theſe who are fond to believe you, at our expence, 
and put you to the bluſh for your invidious detracti- 
on, which is unworthy of a CHiſtian, and highly in- 
Jurious to the character of a miniſter, I ſhall gain my 
end. Such a mortification you richly deſerve, if it 
ſhall teach you to uſe your pen with more caution, 
and learn you to write in a ſtile that is worthy of a 
Chriſtian, my preſent drudgery will be amply rewar- 
ded. 
It is not my intention ta trouble you with reflexi- 
ons upon the dedication: How far the honourable 
gentleman, whoſe name is prefixed to your ! 7 


ua ——ů >. 
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thinks himſelf honoured by it, you may eaſily judge, j 
by the following miſſive, directed to me. In 
| * 

Reverend Sir, * 0) 


,” © In. caſe you, and the preſpytery you belong to, 2 
f ſhould think that I had ſome hand in, or, at leſt,j 7 
gave ſome countenance to the publiſhing a pamph-j o 
let, called, Seceding Presbyterianiſm Delineated, by Mr tl 
John Potts, becauſe of my name being at the brag t] 
"F of it; I take this opportunity to let you know 
1% that, till I ſaw it in print, I had not the ſmalle!} w 
| b hint of his delign this way; and that I think it thy a 
« vilelt, and moſt ſcurrilous piece that ever blacke! 
paper; and (as I have good reaſon to believe) | th 
© baſe miſrepreſentation of matters of fact. fo 
If this is publiſhed with the anſwer, which, ö 80 
F hear, is intended to be given to this ſingular pe cr 
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N * 'formance, it will oblige, C: 
; Sir, th 
©” *Stitohell, June 25, Four moſt humble ſervant, *' th 
1753, YA © Robert Pringle, F PI 
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Rev. Mr. Jon PoTTs, c. 


It is natural for men, when guilty of blunders, to 
offer ſome apology for their conduct, to mitigate the 
cenſures of others; I am not therefore fuprized to 
find you exculing your joining the Seceders by the 
immaturity of your age, when you did take that im- 
portant ſtep, introduion, page 5. If this was a falſe 


4 ſtep, your age, at that time, may do much to {creen 


you from cenſure ; but what ſhall be pled in your fa- 
vours, for embarking morecloſely than ever with them, 
when you were ordained to the holy miniſtry, and 
came under the moſt ſolemn ties to proſecute the /e- 
ceding intereſt? Your age then will not ſerve to make 
your readers think that you acted either wiſely or 
candidly in that matter, 

In the ſame page, you date your diſaffection to the 
Secelers, from your tirlt tour to London, as a miſſio- 
nary from the % iate nad. This, perhaps, is very 
juſt; but the reaſons you offer for this change of your 

rind, and the ſcrupl; es vou conceived agaiult our 
Way, are not concluſive, 9/z, the unchriſtian behaviour 
of our Pes at London towards the Diſſenters there, 
whom . c all Scctarians z their difloyal principles, and 
their rude carriage towar d y: urſelf. 1 believe, Sir, that 


our people at L-n.cn could not injure the moſt of 


the Diſſenters in Lindon, by calling them Se#artans, 
though I pretend not to affirm that they are all in 
the Sefarian way. To charge the Seceders at London 
with diſloyal principles is wicked, ſeeing we. refuſe 
all to be Sececers who are not ſubject to the preſent 
government for conſcience jake. Perhaps yeu-call 
them (and all of us) diſloyal, becauſe we have not, 
for ſome years, obſerved any falts appointed by the 
government, Our reaſons for this conduct are no ſe- 
cret in the world; but none that know our hiſtory 
can impute this behaviour to di ſlopal principles. It 
theſe people were rude in their behaviour towards you, 
this could be no jult reaſon for a change of your 
principles, unleſs the ſcandalous lives of the w__ 
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of Chriſtians, be a ſufficient reaſon for renouncing the 
Chriſtian faith. If their behaviour towards you was 
rude, you ſuffer by fame, if your conduct towards them 
4 was mannerly : But two blacks will not make a white, 
An inſtance of their rudeneſs towards you, is con- 
tained, introduction, page 6. where you inſinuate, That 
theſe people endeavoured to lock and keep you out of Bow- 
Lane meeting, up:n a national faſt, and afterwards ap- 
pointed one of their own, which they advertiſed in the 
London papers, a copy whereof you have thought 
proper to publiſh, This, I confeſs, is all new to me, 
who never formerly heard of it ; but I cannot fail to 
obſerve, that their conduct in locking their meeting 
was more conſiſtent than yours, in offering to preach 
on that day; at leaſt, they had better reaſon to be of- 
fended with you, than you with them. Your account 
of that faſt, appointed by our people, is full of incon- 
fiſtencies : Your hiſtory bears, that they (v/z. our 
people at London) appointed this faſt ; the London Ad- 
vertiſer ſignifies, that it was appointed by the afſoci- 
ate ſjnod of Edinbirgh, From the ſame paper it 
appears, that this faſt was intimated in Bow-Lane 
meeting, to be obſerved there February 22. 1749. 
How then came you to forget, that you never preach- 
ed in Bow-Lane meeting ſince May 1747 ? From that 
time you never had any concern with the people in 
Bow-Lane meeting, who, alter your return to Scot- 
land, in May or June that year, entred into a con— 
nection with our ſeparating brethren, If therefore 
this faſt was obſerved by people with whom you had 
10 connection, how came you to apprehend, that you 
were embarked with pyretes, inſtead of faithful ſub— 
jects, when you were not embarked with them at all? 
When you ſhall make theſe glaring falſhoods conſi— 
tent with truth, and reconcile theſe groſs contradic- 
tions, the Eih:opion ſhall alſo change his hue, and the 
leopard his ſpots. In the mean time, it is pitiful ca- 


lenny to call theſe people pyrotes, which is, at belt, 
ts 


Fed 


Rer. Mr. Joux Porrs, Oc. 7 


Lt lay things to their charge they know nt, You might 


have ſpared ſuch an impudent calumny till they had 
be taken themſelves to a ſea-faring life; in their pre- 
ſent way, the riches of the ſea are not like to be 
1 ſpoiled by them: But if you call all the Secevers, 
whether high or low, (as they are comonly denomi- 
*nated) pyrates, and not faithful ſubjects, Why did 


you not then forſake their company? With what 


conſcience, or common honeſty, could you afterwards 
engage to ſupport the cauſe of rates, whom alfo 


vou load with the vile infamy of being no friends 


to Ceſar ? No man living can anſwer theſe queſtions 
for you; if your own fruitful fancy can invent an 
anſwer to your honour, you may pals tor the Solo- 
mn of the preſent age. 

It is not {trange, that you ſhould go on in your buſi- 
neſs of {lander, and tell the world, That yon cannot help 
hinting aur friends in London to be d new ſet of up- 
75 Phariſees, ntradut;zn, page 7. Something mult 

e ſaid to ſupport this odious charaGer, and there- 
ſore you tell us, That the Pharaſees appeared to men to 
feit, aud ſouuded a trumpet before them. The Secelers 
in Lo1d;z are of the ſame complexion with t':eſe in 
Scoilond; if they be Phariſees, we at home deſerve 
to be accounte>Phorijces allo. You are much to blame 
for flandering the Phariſees, bad as they were; if 
you conſult their hiſtory in the 6th of Matthew, they 
only ſounded a trumpet before them when they did 
Heir alms; though they were very faulty in fa- 
Ring, by disfiguring their faces, and appearing to 
den to falt, yet the uſe of trumpets in that exer- 
yic was no part of their crime. Pray, Sir, permit 
Je to adviie you not to ſlander others for our ſake. 
Bwiſh, however, you had feetter examined the hy- 
YWcri:y of the Phariſees in faſting, before you had 
he boldneſs to charge us with their ſin, Our Lord, in 
he fore cited chapter, inveighed again(t the openneſs 
f the Phariſees in the duty of private falting, which 
work 
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work onght to have been confined to their cloſets, 
and remained a ſecret between God and them. That 
the diſciples might the better conceal their private 
faſtings, they are directed not to disfigure their faces 
like the hypocritical Phari/ces, but to anoint their 
heads, and waſh their faces, that they might not ap- 
pear to men to faſt, but to their Father who ſeeth in 
ſecret, who would not fail to reward them openly. 
But what is all-this to the purpoſe, in the buſineſs of 
publick faſting ? Ii perſonal faſting ought to be ſe— 
cretly mana ged, and cannot, without phari/aical hy- 
pocriſy, be propaled in the ſtreet, does it follow, that 
we mult make a ſecret of public faſting alſo? Can 
you be 1 Ignorant, that ſuch a ſecrecy would deſtroy the 
nature of the d oty, and neceſſarily make it forſeit the 
name of a publick faſt ? Whether this ſlander of go? 
riſaical hypocrily, in the matter of faſting, flow fron 
Ignorance or malice, you can beſt judge; but it will 
not, in the leaſt, fright us from ſounding a trumpet 
before us, and. from letting it to our mouths allo, 
when we publickly faſt. If you have the hardineſs 
to cenſure this conduct, you mult alſo diſpute the e- 
quity of the Almighty's inſtructions, and remonſtrate 
againſt the bible itle}! ; becauſe, in your view, it 0- 
bliges us to be YH i ſees when we perform ſome of the 
duties required in it. 7zel ii. 15, 16, 17. Blow the 
trumpet in Zion, fanctify a faſt, ora ; feds nn afſemily, 
gather the people, & c. Ia, Iviii. 1. Cr aloud, [pars 
net, lift up thy voice like a tr hy and ſhew my 
ple their tranſpreſſions, and the honſe of Iſrael 10 
ſins, When you conſider theſe ſcriptures with care, 
you mult be convinced, that the calling us Pha riſeer, 
in the matter of publick faſting, draws exceeding deep, 
ſeeing you thereby „ Almighty the patron of 
our iniquity, In the meM\ time, it is ſurpriling, that 
after this odious charge produced againſt us, you 


ſhould have the confidence to publith to the worl 


org cloſet-religion, and tell your readers, in you 
printed 
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printed letter, that you have often tried the means 
of prayer and tears alone for the healing of our diffe- 
rences. If you can reconcile this openneſs with Chr; 
ſtian modelty, or ſcreen it from the cenſure of pharie 
zica! oſtentation, you may be juſtly eſteemed the mot 
wonderful perſon of the preſent age. | 
I find nothing in your introduction worthy of my no- 
tice, beſides your account of the occaſion of the rupturs 
betwixt you and Meſſrs Smith and Brown with the el- 
ders of Fedburgh, immediately before the ſacramental 
ſolemnity in that place, une 19. 1752. As I was not 
fully acquainted with the whole of that hiſtory, the 
Reverend Mr. Smith has eaſed me of the burden of 
an anſwer to it, in the following letter, directed to me. 


K. D. B. | 


© In the following narratives I do not fo much com- 
e ply with my own judgment, as your deſire, in hay= 
ing 2 genuine account of what the Reverend Mr. 
Potis, in that ſcurrilous pamphlet lately printed by 
him, makes ſuch a noife about, conſidering that L 
am hereby neceſſarily led to notice things which are 
very mean and trifling in my view, and more fo in 
that of others: However, for the vindication of 
truth, and, in compliance with your deſire, I ſhall, 
for once, ri: the cenſure of the publick. 
Mr. Potts having been invited by me to aſſiſt af 
the celebration of the Lord's ſupper, upon the 
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[4 
rl 14th of 7ure 1752 years, came and preached the 
4 


laſt diet of the forenocn upon the humiliation-day, 
being /e7n2/7ay, as one of the turns aſſigned him; 
and after publick worſhip was over, the ſeſſion 
conveened, as vſual, to diſtribute tokens; which 
being done, ſome of thegnembers hinted, that, im 


the interval of worſhip, they were informed, by 
ſome of his ordinary hearers, that he had, laſt 
Lord's day, publickly intimated to his congregati- 
on, that he was for a mixt admiſhon of profeſſors 

| * 1 
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to the Lord's ſupper, as was uſed by ſome of the 
Diſſenters in Hngluud, which, were it fo, had offen- 
ded many in this congregation ; and themſelves alſo 
knowing that ſome of the D://enters m de little or 
no difference as to Chri/tians of any denomination, 
nor yet the manner of life they live. Whereupon 
the members of ſeſſion agreed to enquire at himſelf 
as to the truth of the above report; but he was 
gone off for Ke//o before this could be done. They 
concluded, that their next courle ſhould be to write 
him, quam primum, by an expreſs, which five of them 
did upon Thurſday morning, in the name of the reſt, 
with which the Reverend Mr Brown and I concur- 
red: This letter he hath printed in the 9 and 10. 
© pages of his introduction. To which, by the bearer, 
© he ſent me a verbal return? viz. That his intima- F 1 
& tion was miſrepreſented, and miſconitructed ; and, F 
« if he did not come, he would write me in due : 
& time.“ And ſo much was I under the influence of F « 
© that eaſy credulity he ſpeaks of, in page 13. of hisF 1 
introduction, that, upon Friday morning early, I. 
wrote him preſſingly to come and preach the dietsF } 
allotted him, as the bearer of the yeſterday's told} ! 
me, (according to his order) that the intimation © 
8 
b 
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was not as we had heard, but miſrepreſented, and 
miſconſtructed. This, I think, is the ſubſtance of). 
what I wrote him, and ſo I reſted ſatisfied he would 1 
come, according to repeated intreaties; till Saturday, 
at two of the morning, when his to the elders in this 5 
my hand by an unſeaſonable expreſs, which he hath 
printed in pages 10, Cc. of his introduction, after 
he hath corrected no fewer than forty and three 
blunders, when I compared it with the original; 
but, as they are moſtly grammatical, and what abler 
hands than either he or I have been guilty of, I * 
ſhall paſs them without any farther notice for the | 


. 


R 
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preſent, At which time of night it was not in my 
| power 


Rev. Mr, ſonx Poris, &c. 11 


power to conveen the perſons it concerned, but by 
eight of the clock, ſuch of them as were in the town, 
wrote him to come up, in a very earneſt manner, as 
his intimation, according to his own repreſentation 
of it, varied from the report they got from ſome of 
his own hearers, and that they m ght have acceſs to 
conver'e with him more fully, for removing that of- 
ſence they had taken: And, as for their deſiring 
him to declare his aka about his terms of admiſ- 
ſion, they told him, That they had no intention to 
dictate to him, or any of the Lord's miniſters, to 
preach about publick diſputes any time, far leſs at 
ſacramental occaſions ; but, as he was reproached, 
they thought this the propereſt way to clear him- 
felt, for the edification of that part of the body 
they had an immediate concern with, and his own. 
uſefulneſs to them and others, in giving his aſſiſtance 
at the * To this an anſwer was received 
on the Satur Ad when late, as he in part hints at 
in the 1:trodution, p. 13. 

From the Give: when conſidered, it would ap- 
pear, that he had as little deiign to aſſiſt here on 
the foreſaid occaſion, in a way of having means uf- 
ed to remove what offence was taken, not to ſay 
given, as with you on the like occaſion two weeks 
betore, from which he abſented himſelf, and for what 
rea/on, he knows beſt ; otherways, why was he fo 
long in {ending his anſwer to the ſirſt letter he re- 
ceived upon Thurſilay by three of the clock, if not 
before? Nor had any of us the ſmalleſt intention to 
exclude him communion, as he inſinuates in his to 
the moderator, p 14. of his introductian; and the 
reaſon why he was wrote to, as in the ſecond from 
the elders, that they might have acceſs to converſo 
with him, was, that they knew his intimation was 


capable tO undergo a twofold interpretation, one of 


which the ey never intended to diſpute, the other they 
looked upon as eyerfivg of {criptural principles about 
s church» 
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© church-communton, and which of theſe he intended, 
they thought afew minutes converſation would clear.” 
The following part of this letter I have reſerved for] 
its own place. It is neceſſary I now confider the proteſt 
which you have printed againſt us I am ſorry that you 
ſ\vdied common form ſo little in it: Common form! 
required that you ſhovid have acted like a Presbyterian, | 
by preſenting it at the bar of the presbytery, as a pro- 
per teſtimony agiinſt us. No leſs was neceſſary for 
your own cxoncratinn. Your culpable neglect of this 
cuty muſt render your cauſe ſuſpected. Had it been 
good, one would think vou could not have wan- 
ted ſufficient boldneſs to have taken that ſtep, to 
which your connection with the presbytery bound 
vou. This omiſſion is a glaring inſtance of your$ 
x owardice, and tempts me to think : vou were afraid tc! 
look us in the face, though ye have tried to ſeduc# 
your readers into an unjuſt belief that your bn durſy 
mot enter the liſts with you: It is poſhble you havg 
Aattered your vanity with a notion of that kind, bu 
ou may henceforth lay it aſide, when T te] vou, Tho 
our b-—n never clieemed YOU & ormucel le acycriary | 
Had your protelt in itſelf been juſt, had the re: 
Jons of it been weiphty and fairly flated, the infor! 
anality of it would be the Icfs exceptionable : Bu 


% y 


X hope it ſhall appear, by the following part «< 


bis paper, that the reaſons of it are withovt found? 
tion; that the facts which are blended with them, at 
zeicher. ſalſe. or unfoiriy told, whereby vou ſhew you; 
40, void of that Criian candour, which muſt be th 
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all the ties you were under, to follow no diviſive mea- 
ſures, your pretended love of unity ſhould not have 
been called in queſtion by us; but the ſchiſmatical 
meaſures you have lately purſued, without ever ſigni- 
fying to one of us, that your conſcience was di ſtrelled 
with the ſcheme we were ſtudying to promote, may 
ſerve to convince all who know your hiſtory, that you 
wanted to break with vs; and likeways, that laction, 
and not vnity has been your favourite 1! udy. 

What is ſtill more impudent. is your prete nding to 
imitate C/ in meckneſs before the Koman judge, 
who anſwered never a word; as allo that ye would 
not bring a railing accuſation againlt theſe who had 
been guilty of tending forth the torrent of malice, 
guile, hypocriſies and evil ſpcakings to your preju- 
dice: In place of meekneſs, malice, inſtead of a ſoft 
anſwer, nothing but a railing accuſation, appear ſo 
glar: agly through the moſt of 1 your, book, that a rail- 
ing Hab baleb, and not the meek and lowly Jeſus, 
ſeems to be tac Pattcrn alter which you bave copied 
in the writing of it, 

Ihe preomble of your proteſt, and the reaſons of 
it are oa piece, neither af the two can do. honour 
to their author: Your firit reaſon of proteff againſt 
the precoytcyy of Edinburgh is unjuſt, vis. our raiſing 2 
clamaur an? noiſe, as LE, „ bad epoufed new and unla w- 
ince your ardinatian. It is true, dir, that 
we have accuted 5ou of a change of principles abgut 
communion, fince the time you were let apart to 
the holy 222 neither are we guilty. of calum⸗ 
ny in bringing that charge againſt you, if you remem- 
ber that — VOWeu to be uniform wiih, and tO follow 
no divilive a nd teparating courſes ſrom us. Our practice 
about terms of communion was no ſecret to you when 
YOU oruained, Your pretended ignorance. oC 
our ſcheme of dmiflion to ſealing ordinances; which 
err ery ee ee: ( Greer, re of age does underſtand, 
after you have been lo Ing .monoh us, is an example 


f of 


, 


Wert 


ing at Linden ; as likes ways, that the moderator told 


14 r 


of ſuch diſſimulation, as may fil] every intelligent 


FY 


perion who reads your book, with aſtoniſhment at . 
your confidence, in publiſhing what is not capable of 
belief. But, ſay you, diu we nat know, that froe jears a%0, I. 
when you were firſt, ſent a miſſionary to London, that II 
vor habituall 'y 2 with other churches than theſe if the . 
feceſſien I knew, Sir, that you had heard ſome of the 1 
diſlenting miniſters 3 in London, in an occaſional way, I. 
which 1 imputed to a principle of curioſity, but that II 
you habitually joined with them, I never knew, till { 
you informed me by yur book: Had it been known g 
that this had been your conſtant practice, theſe mini- I 
ters whom you accuſe of filence, had been as open 4 
and faithful with you as Mr. 615, whoſe plainneſs you Fj 
{o much applaud. You have no reaſon therefore to 1 


complain, that you were deceived by us in this matter. 
Before I have finiſhed this eſſay, you may find it pro- 
ven, beyond contradiction, that you have deceived us 
very groſly. I find that you attack our moral cha- 
racters, by inſinuating, That we concurred with other 
members of the h nod, to the mutilating of 2 minute cons 
cer ming you, of which yu pretend yu are infirwed by a 
gent/eman of und; whted veractty and credit ut F.dinburgh, 
This groundleſs calumny obliges me to refreſh vour 
memory with the whole hiſtory of that minute of the Ke: 
* which met in October 1750. * 
V hen you then appcared at the bar of the ſynod, after hr 


members had endeavonred, by courſe of long rea- Kir 


doning, to convince you of the ſinſulneſs of your looſe 
and vague way of bearing at Landau, the minute con- & 
cer ing that behaviour, which you have thought pro- Nie 
per to publiſh, was drawn up CN 2 piece of looſe pa- 
per, which, although it contains the ſubſtance of your 4 
ſcrimp acknoule ement, yet nothing of the ſynod's * 


cenſure of you, for 1 joining with the Seftar 74 Mat Lon- ob! 


Aon, is narrated in it. You ſhould have told the world » Wot 
that the ſynod rebuked you for your pe eG nearer 


you 


tc 
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at vou from the chair, That the members of ſynod were 
at particularly offended with the ſcrimpneſs of your ac- 
ot Fknowledgment with reference to your offence, That 
, the minute of the ſynod was mutilated, is a groſs fall- 
at hood; if you will trouble yourlelf with ſeekiog a ſight 
he of that minute, you will find that it does your ac- 
de Fknowledgment the greateſt jultice ; but it contains 
Ys the facts which were not for your honour to publiſh, 
at May I not, therefore, aſk you, With what kind of con- 
ll ſcience could you, after this cenſure, tel] the world, 
wi That you hoped your brcthren were of the ſame mind 
nis with yourſelf about church-communion ? What can- 
den dour was there in making your late conduct at London 
ou Fthe ſtandard of the intimation at Xe, when you ſub- 
to Fraitted to cenſure for it? How could you, with com- 
mon honelty, or 2 good conſcience, ſubmit to ſ.ch a 


ro- Icenſure, if it was wrong? If it was right, and your 
us ſpehavionr at London culpable, why did you not act ac- 
ha- ordingly? But the whole of your practice in this mat- 
Fer Iter is a continued ſcene of diſſimulation, that is not 
c fonly ſcandalous in a minilter of the goſpel, but un- 
4 Fworthy of one that bears the Chr:/?;an name. 
gh. I mult confeſs, that, in my opinion, the ſynod dealt 
our Boo gently with you, for which, I am afraid, they are 
the Boo juſtly chaſtiſed, by your peridious apoſtacy from 
he Lord's cauſe, and the molt aggravated violation 
fice ſpf your ordination-vows ; yet it may be ſaid, in their 
rel- indication, that they thought, when you were come 
ooſe tbo Scotland, you were out of the way of theſe. tenta- 
con Tons, which beſet you in that city; they did not 
Pro- Then dream that you could diſſemble to ſerve your pur- 
E PV: pole, and therefore concluded, that, as you were un- 
Jour qer a call to Stitchell, ſo, if you had freedom to ſub- 


1004's mit to our ordination- vows, you would find yourſell, 
u obliged, in conſcience, to be harmonius with us, in pro- 
. moting that cauſe which you have ſince ſo baſely dey! 
told red. . ah 
You talk very highly of your endeavours to cultiy 

30 Yte harmony with us, by your long journey from 
Lindon 
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you London to Stirling, to obey a citation ſent from the 
ſynod, page 6. Had you been careful ſince to pre- 
ſerve unity and harmony with us, your obedience to 
that citation had been the more laudable; you add, 
That this journey expoſed your family to nor tul and muni- 
feſt danger, as your ſponſe atteiided pc in the n. "OP month 
of her pregnancy, | his, Sir, was ycur faul* ; had vou 

obeyed ſome former citations ſent you, this de inger 
to your family might have been eaſily avoided; had 
you then wrote the ſituation of your tamily, the ſy- 
nod would have cheerfully excuſed your abſence; 
but who can excuſe the violence you have done to 
your conſcience, by conceding that it was even inex- 
pedient to hear perſons of other denominations at 
London 2 Every thing that offers violence to the light 
of the conſcience, is a profumptuous Sin. I wiſh you 
may apply to a proper quarter for repentance and 
the remiſſion of it. I cannot forbear to tell you, 
That you have added to this preſumptuons guilt, by 
ſubmitting to a ſynodica! rebuke, which necellarily 
ſuppoſed (what you werc not convinced of ) the fin- 
fulneſs of your conduct. Wa 2d you then acted like one 
that ſtudies to be a cane -onſel, or 700 the truth, you 
had plainly told the! ſync Oc _ hat your conduct merited 
no cenſure, and you cob 10 ſubmit to vone, but at the 
expence of truth an a good confcience; had you 
thus acted like a man of common integrity, ovr 
connections with you had then been ot an end, which 
happy event at that time would have no lets conduced 
to your honour than our advantage. 


Your rc aſons of proteſt muſt be very _ when 
you make the preſbtery's c ela 'y of your orination for 
the ſpace of ſome months, [ter v our cats were ex- 
peded, one of them page 7th while you conſeſs that 


this delay Was owing to a jc e 20 of your being not 
ſo contracted in your judgment, about terms of com- 
munion, as the preſbyte ry were, in which you confel! 
we were not deceived, Our jult 1 iealouſ of you 
widen!3 
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wideneſs, in terms of communion, cuts the ſinews of 
this reaſon of proteſtation, we are bound, by the divine 
law, to lay hands ſuddenly upon no man; and there- 
fore mult ſtudy to try every man, before we commit 
the valuable truſt of the miniſtry unto him. We can- 
not therefore be juſtly blamed for delaying your ordi- 
nation, till we obtainecVa converſation with you, that 
we might learn whether our jealouſy was well or ill 
founded This converſation at length was obtained 
at Zedburgh, in July 1751. You complain, That we 
did not drive the nail to the head, at, or before, your or- 
dination, by neglecting this plain queſtion, * Whether or 
© not are you reſolved, through grace, to confine 
yourſelf, in point of church-communion, to us the 
miniſters and members of the ſeceſſion, excluſive of 
all the miniſters and members of the church of Scot» 
land, or other churches of Chriſt? * Then (ſay you) 
you wonld have told us, with Engliſh openneſs, and with 
the candour of (ri ſtian, that you were determined nat ta 
d it, his queition, I confeſs, we did not aſk you:; 

nor did we intend to propoſe any queſtion of that 
kind. But you may remember, that, in the private 
converſation with you at 7edburgh, we aſked queſtions 
to the following purpoſe: Vyou owned the binding ob» 
ligation of our covenants pon the preſent age? If yet 
coul approve of the teſt:mony in its true ſcope and deſign, 
as a teſtimony againſt the backſlidings from our covenanted 
principles? If you were reſolved to be uniform with ug in 
the proſecuting of this teſtimony 2 If allo you could ap- 
prove of our queſtions prop:ſed to miniſters at their orai- 
natiin, inthe common acceptation of the words * Theſe 
queſtions were plainly founded upon a jealouſy of you, 
all which, to our great ſatisfaction, you anſwered in 
the affirmative, But your behaviour ſince that time 
may convince the world, that the candour of a chri- 
ſtian was far from your heart, when theſe anſwers did 
drop from your lips. This was openneſs ſufficient to 

make you appear in your own likeneſs, had not 7 
i 


„ 


18 ALETTER U the - 


liſh openneſs departed from you, and had not you co- 
vered yourſelf with the cloak of diſſimulation to im- 
pole upon us, who had the charity to believe you 
were an honeſt man, and that you had told us all your 
heart. But we did not yet know that we had an eel by 
the tail; neither need you complain, that, at your ordi- 
nation, we did not query you explicitely about terms 
of communion. All the queſtions were put to you 
that were ever propoſed to other intrants into the mi— 
niltry, which form of queſtions was formed by the 
aſſociate preſbytery after its ſirſt erection, before they 
proceeded to the ordination of any miniſters. From 
this form of queſtions we never ſaw cauſe to depart ; 


neither was it in our power, as a preſbytery, to do it, 


unleſs we had laid ourſelves open to the imputation of 
novelty, and the grievous charge of following divi- 
five courſes, for which we would neceſſarily expoſe 
ourſelves to the cenſure of the ſynod, to which we 
are ſubject. What reaſon then, Sir, had you to com- 
plain, that we dealt no topenly with you? Have we 
not more reaſon to aver, that, on your fide, openneſs 
was wanting? IT muſt here remind you, that you 
had been at leaſt nine years by this time amongſt the 
ſeceders, and witneſſed all that time their way of ad- 
mitting people to the Lord's tabl; beſides the little 
time you were abſent from us, by your going twice ag 
a miſſionary to London What purpoſe then can your 
pretended ignorance of our way of admitting people 


to the ſeals of the covenant ſerve, but only to in- 


creaſe the number of falſhoods with which your pam- 
phlet is ſtuffed ? How could you, aſter all, engage, 
when ordained, before God, and a numerous aſſem— 


bly of people, to follow no diviſive courles from us? 


If you were convinced our way was wrong, with what 
candour or integrity could you vow to keep it? If 
it was right, with wha! kind of conſcience have you 
deſerted it, at the expence of ſolemn vous? 


- 
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Your next reaſon of proteſting againſt us, is as 
trifing as the former; viz. Dur offence at the news 
we received of your publict cogmendation of Mr, White- 
field, in one ef your ſermons at Stitchell, ſeme little time 
after your ordination, which we nie to you by a let- 
ter from the reverend Mr. Brown, p 9. And you com- 
plain, that we clandeltinely cenſured you for the 
ſame, ata meeting of the pres bytery, from which you 
were abſent. I may afterwards offer my ſentiments 
about that perſon who has made ſuch a noiſe in the 
world. In the mean time, Chrilt, and him crucified, 
had been a better theme for a pulpit, than the publick 
applauſe of that gentleman. But it is a falſhood that 
ve cenſured you at all for that ſtep. - When this re- 
port came to our ears, at a meeting of the presbytery, 
ve ſipnified to one another privately both our ſur- 
rize and offence at your conduct, and deſired Mr. 
nore to ſignify ſo much to you, that you might be 
Brown cautiousfor the time to come, and not tread in 
he path of novelty, What leſs could we do to you 
is a brother? Are we not bound to watch over and 
exhort one another Gally 2 But you complain, that 
hen you appeared at the presbytery, none of us had 
he confidence to bring it above board unto you. In- 
leed, Sir, we had no delign to pannel you before the 
resbytery ſor that unguarded Rep, but we purpoſed 
o converſe with you freely before we parted with you, 
ad you not prevented this freedom, by ſlealing away 
a clandeſtine manner, without the mannerly cere- 
10ny of a diſcreet farewel. Wherefore theſe odious 
haracters, wh!/þherers, backbiters, Rim i. zo. cannot 
e juſtly applied to us in the preſent queſtion, who 


aithfully communicated our offence by a miſſive from 


brother to you, and may with more juſtice be ap- 


lied to yourſelf, who flander us as guilty of cenſur- 


g you clandeſtinely, when no ſuch cenſure was ever 


htended by us. The calmeſt conſtruction that ſuch 
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a behaviour 1s capable of, is, that herein you have not 


acted like a citizen of Zion, who taketh not up « fulſe 
report againſt his neighbour, Neither was this freedom 
by our brother's 
rule, Matth. xvili. F thy Brother tr 410 againſt thee, 
tell him his fault between thee and him, &c, ſeeing you 
could not be told of your fault more ſecretly tha n by 
a private miſſive, when we had not acceſs to converie 
perſonally with you: But it is very ſurpriſing, that 
one in your office ſhould diſplay fo much ignorance 
of the nature of this excellent rule, which has only a 
reſpect to private offences, but blunders in a pulpit 
before a numerous auditory cannot be claſs'd amonglt 
private offences, if there be any {nch thing as open of- 
fence amongſt men. Aſter ail, how could you mention 
this golden rule with your lips, who have public kly ac - 

cuſed your brethren of ſecret abominatlons, while YOu 
never told them ſe cretly that vou were offe -nded wit 


any part of their _ 
be made for you is, 
and the unjuſt inewerd n ſhane 


miſſive a tranſgreſſion of the golden 
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#resbytery, and fi treated as a heathen man and publi- 
gan. But who ever dreamed till now, that a miniſter, 
when he does not invite all his co-presbyters to aſſiſt 
him at his ſacramental ſolemnity, treats them as hea- 
then men and publicans ? According to this way of rea» 
ſoning, the excommunications in Scotland are endleſs. 
You cannot, after all, be ſurpriſed, that you received no 
invitation to aſſiſt at the ſacraments of Linton and 
{Hodiington, ſeeing, by this time, you were begun to 
rail a* our cov-nants and teſtimony, building again 
the things which you once deltroyed, making your- 
ſelf a tranſgreſſor. Our brethren, concerned in theſe 
places, were unwilling to encourage or harden you in 
your hegun defection ; nor did they incline, by an in- 
vitation, to make themſelves partners in your guilt, 
Who then can blame them for declining your compa- 
ny, winch could not be purchaled but at the expence 
of innucence itſelf ? 

Lam not mach ſurprized, that, after the above trif- 
fling realons of proteſt, the conduct of the presbtery 
met at Luut, Auguſt iith 1752. ſhould be an addi- 
tional reaſon of it, The Reverend Mr. Brown, whoſe 
letter you ſay you have publithed, and who is better 
acquainted with that affair than I can pretend, does 
aniwer this reaſon for me, which is here ſubjoined in 
a miſlive directed to me. 


21 
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As to my letter, of the date November 21ſt 175m. 
had our author paid a due regard to candour and 
ingenuity, he would have told the world, that in 
that miſhve, I, at the extrajudicial advice of ſeveral 
brethren of our presbytery, had ſignified to him, 
that we were much offended with his habitual ab- 
ſenting from judicatories, and could not forbear 
coming to a reckoning with him, if he continued 
in that courſe ; and, as 4 private brother, afraid of 

« ſuffering 
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© ſuffering fin to ly on his head, had therein plainly 
© evinced, that this conduct of his was a manifeſt 
© breach of his ordination vows, deſtructive of all 
© order, and introductive of all con fuſion in the houſe 
of God; and moreover, that nothing tending to 
© beget offence might be practiſed among us, I hinted, 
© that we were diſſatisfied to hear of his commending 
Mr. Whitefield, from the pulpit, as a great refor- 
< mer. That, having received this miſſive, 
© whatever indignation was kindled in his breaſt a- 
E gainit the writer, on account of his plainneſs, he 
took pretty good care to deprive his brethren of 
« converſation with him upon any point hatſoever, 
© by abſenting from the next meeting of presbytery ; 
and,. when coming into the company of his brethren 
June ad and 1oth 1752. by flipping in, and flink- 
ing off with himſelſ, in ſuch a way, as left no oppor- 
« tunity of conference on theſe points ; and, by ſhift- 
ing corver/ation with them in his own houſe, Tune 
© 16th that year, till he was on the matter dragged 
s into it. Had he publiſhed this narrative, he would 
have obliged the world with truth, tho“ I dare not 
© fay he would have advanced tie credit of his preſent 
6 conrle, but would rather have informed the gene- 
4 ration, that he, like one conſcious of his crimes, 
had been forced to betake himſelf to the molt piti- 
« ful (rifts., | 
© As to the miſſive, of the date {u9»7 19th 1752. 
c the plain matter of fact is, that the presby tery, 
4 which met on the 11th of that month, having con- 
< fidered ſeveral ſteps of Mr. Pts his conduct 
c betwixt his ordination and that time; — and that 
£ tho', in a moſt friendly way, he had been twice 
deſired and intreated to attend that presbytery, 
© (viz, once at xc, June 16th, three minifters and 
one elder being preſent, ad once afterwards at 
E Fedburgh by one miniſter) and for his encourage- 


ment and excitement thereto, had ground given 
hin 
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him to hope, that, by this means, a conference with 
© his brethren might happily remedy all miſunder- 
« ſtandings betwixt him and them, unleſs. himſelf 
« ſhould ſtand as a bar in the way thereof; yet he 
had not only diſregarded both theſe entreaties, but 
ſcoffed at the letter when given him; therefore 
they appointed me, as their cierk, to write him a 
miſſive, in the moſt expreſs manner, calling him to 
attend their next mecting, that they might deal with 
him concerning his conduct, whereupon I wrote 
him a miſſive to that effect, but utterly refuſe that 
what he hath publiſhed is a genuine copy thereof, 
and crave that the world may look on it as falſified, 
till he ſhall have the courage and candour to preſent, 
at any of our meetings, in preſence of my bre- 
thren and me, with as many beſides as he ſees meet, 
the original copy ſimilar to what is publiſhed, which 
I hereby challenge him to do. Had not I obſerved 
that our author had glaringly falſiſied his own let- 
ter, of the date Decem+er 18. 1752. perhaps I might 
have been diſpleaſed with his treatment of mine; 
but plainly, I can neither expect nor defire juſtice 
from him to one whom he ſtates the particular mart: 
of his reſentment, when, it ſeems, he has not enough to 
beltow on himſelf: However, not chuſing to anſwer 
him according to his folly, I remit him to theſe 
ſcriptures, Ja. xxxvi. 20, and 2 Sam. xvi. 1T, 


E 


where he may find all the diſparaging ſquibs he 


throws out againſt me compleatly anſwered. I amy 


Haddington, Auguſt 3. KR. D B. Yeurs, &e. 
1753. Joux BROWN. 


cannot paſs over this ſubject, without obſervin 


2 particular ſpleen you diſplay againſt that hrother. 


now not any offence he ever gave you to provoke. 
ur reſentment againſt him, beſides his faithfulneſs 
reproving you, by ſome miſlives, for ſome of your 
egular eps, Such ſmiting was in itſelf a favour, 

and 
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and not an injury; you had afted more like a Chri if, 
ſtian, if this brotherly freedom had been accounted . 
precious oil, and eſteemed a kindneſs ; but you hav, 
followed a worle example, in treating the reprov-Y}j 
with contempt, and dealing with him as an enemy, be R 
cauſe he has told you the truth. But this is not t 
novelty in the earth, for /e that reproveth a ſcorne t. 
etteth to himſelf ſhame. 1 cannot believe the bac 
Telling of this brother's letter to be genuine, ſeeing ;, 
I can produce ſeveral letters which he has ſent me, 
that give ſufficient documents of his {kill in orthogra t 
phy, and which I am ready to produce to any who wi'l;. 
call this in queſtion, To leſſen his character before th}, 
world, you ſignify, page 13th, That he has miſtaken g. 
trade; adding, in a molt ludicrous manner, 7hat eth 
are many who run their heads av ainſt a pulpit, who mig N ca 
have done their country very good ſervice at a p'on9h-ta 
which you think is nigh parallel in the caſe of that br th. 
ther, whom, in your jeering ſtyle, you call . 
John. This ſcoffing character of a miniſter of th, 
goſpel, whom you ought to elicem for his worm; 
ſake, is more injurious to yourſelf than him, whoy, 
you endeavour to expoſe to ridicule, and effequall, 
betrays the ſpleen that is boiling in your breaſt again,;1 
him. Slanderers, as well as liars, J find, have neehh;; 
of good memories. The infamy you have caſt upon 
this brother's name, has hurt you much in the ellee ſole 
of ſome of your good old friends in Dalkeith, Rcr, 
whoſe preſence you compared him to no leſs a me 
than doctor Cill, whom you heard at London, ar 
whoſe abilities in learning, and particularly in di- nee 
nity, are, by this time, no ſecret in Britain. WI as y 


ther you were right in this compariſon [ know no v. 


but it is certain, that then you ſeemed to ſpeak tf IF 
language of your heart; but now, when provoked, Mette 
language of malice mult drop from your pen. As of 
brother is live, I chuſe to be modelt in expreſſi 


my ſentiments about him; but {ecing you have ti 
duc 
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11 Waduced him, as unfit to appear in a pulpit, and as a 
ed Mſcandal to the miniltry for inſufficiency, I owe him 
has the juſtice of telling. you, That, in all the parts of 
learning neceſſary to adorn the pulpit, he is your ſu- 
be perior, and, in divinity, he is capable to be your 
t teacher. Though I deſign not hereby to deny, or de- 
tract from the gifts which the Lord hath beſtowed upon 
D.C you, nor do I think that the presbytery have any 
eiu reaſon to be aſham'd of approving your trials, as teſts 
mcg of your fitneſs ſor the holy miniſtry; yet it is certain, 
gra that you never gave ſuch documents of your inſight 
VF into divinity, as that brother did, when you were 
ce US both under trials before them, If you have the con- 
e fdence to call this in queſtion, I ſhall leave you in 
ther: the peaceable polſeſſion of your ſelf-conceit : But who 
215K can behold you reviling our brother for the meanneſs 
aof his former employment, without comparing you to 
br the venemous flie, that feeds upon the ſores of others? 
Mi, Perhaps yon have made yourſelf very merry with 
f thFthis pitiful ſcoff, yet every ſober Chriſtian muſt com- 
'Or\Emiſerate the rancour of your heart, and the invidious 
hofYturn of your mind. If our brother fulfil his preſent 
u1Voffice faithfully, the meanneſs of his former buſineſs 
211 will not hurt his character in the eye of ſober and 
n*Fthinking men. It is no blemiſh upon the Apoſtles, that 
vP"Wome of them were originally fiſhers ; neither was the 
lee ſplendor of David's crown obſcured by the thepherd's 
h, | crook, after the royal {ceptre was put into his hand, 
ny Your next reaſon of proteſt is the conduct of the 
members of preſbytery, when they had a pro re natg 
di. N zeeting at Fedourgh in November laſt, This reaſon, 
Vs you have formed it, appears exceeding ſtrong, As 
no was not preſent at that meeting, the Reverend Mr. 
i anſwers it for me, in the remaining part of his 
|, Fetter, which verifies the ſcripture proverb, He that 1; 
O erſt in his own cauſe ſeemeth juſt, but his neighbour can 
eſſ . efter him, and findeth him a? 
ti D E Ay 
duc 
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As to what paſt at Jedburgh in Novenber laſt, 
when the presbytery pro re nata conveened (which 
he repreſents in a very odd light, and ſcarcely de- 
ſerves notice, knowing that #btre&atio eft ſtultorum 
theſaurus, quem in linguis gerunt) an exact account 
follows, ſo far as I can now remember, and ſerves 
to caſt light on the preſent affair, The time of 
meeting, according to appointment, was WWedn:/day 
the 22d of ſaid month, Mr. Poti came to my houſe, 
about 12 of the clock upon the Tue/day, where he 
found the Reverend Mr. Fames Mair at Lintoun, I 
not being returned from Newcaſt/s, nor was there 
any other of the members in the place, and deſired 
he might have an opportunity to converſe with him 
an hour, or ſo, after dinner, as to what difference 
there ſeemed to be between him and the presbytery, 
to which Mr. Mair ſignified his willingneſs, provi- 
ded any of the members were come up, which he 
inclined, ſeeing they were equally concerned witl, 
him in the affair. Mr. Potts went off to another 
houſe, where he rather inclined to dine, and, after a 
little time, Mr. Mair received a ſhort line, by a fer- 
vant in the inn whither he went, deſiring the favour 
of his company a little; to which Mr, Mair, by a- 
nother, made anſwer to this purpoſe, That he did 
not frequent tayerns when he was at home, and no 
more abroad, than neceſſity required, ſo he beho- 
ved to excuſe him, but, if he wanted to converſe 
with him, he would be at no loſs for an opportunity 
at my houſe. About the twilight he came to Mr. 
Mair, with whom he found Mr. Brown and me; and 


he was not long with us till he ſpoke to me, [aſide fl 
intimating, That he wanted to converſe with Mr. 
Mair and me, ſeparate from Mr, Brown, in which 
he was indulged, as the requeſt was ſmall. Waving 
moſt of the things we converſed about, farther than 
as connected with the preſent affair, Mr. Potts ſaid, 
He underſted we were to have @ meeting of presbyter; 


© tg-m3ariod 
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hich, and we might ſpeak to them; we told them, That 


our preſent meeting was not the ordinary meeting 
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ving 
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aid. 
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to-morrow, and wanted to know what we were to do in 
his caſe. To which he received for anſwer, That 
we were to meet pro re nata, but what we were to 
do, we could not tell till we had made a tryal ; but, 
if he wanted to have any thing done in his affair, 
he ſhould attend the firſt ordinary meeting, for our 
buſineſs was already fixed, and that we could do no 
more than converſe extrajudicially with him. He 
farther added, That he wiſhed we would let all - 
gones be bypones," and give him ſome weeks aſſiſtance 
by a preacher, till he returned from Oxford, whither 
he purpoſed to go, about ſome private buſineſs “. 
So we told him, with abundance of openneſs, That 
we could not prefently grant him the requeſt, ſeeing 
the probationers had their appointments elſewhere, 
till next ordinary meeting in December thereafter 
and that we had no deſign to carry matters to an 
extreme, but, in as much as the presbytery, ſince 
his ordination, had in nothing deviate from their 
former principles and practice, but he had given 
them jult offence, it was proper he ſhould wait on 
them at firſt ordinary meeting, to enqeavour its re- 
moval, This, with what brotherly freedom the 
Reverend Mr. Mair uſed with him, for his throw- 
ing of the dice at Cornhill, and ſome other things he 
looked upon as blameable in his miniſterial walk, is 
the ſum of af. paſt upon Tu-/72y's night. | 
* On [edne/aay after ſermon, which was done rather 
I think before as after 12 of the clock, when the' 
members of presbytery had retired to my houſe, 
and a commiſſioner or two from ei, Mr. Potts 
ſignifed, That there were ſome of his people who 
had come with a deſign to wait upon the presbytery, 


# * This is all the coneeſſion that J remember he made in private 
pnverſation, which he ſo much boa{ts of in page 14. ef his proteft 
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© of presbytery, but a meeting pro re nata, and that 
ve could enter on no other buſineſs than what we 
© were reſtricted to; but, if they had any thing to 
do, the proper time was at our firſt in December at 
£ Dalkeith, This J remeber to have told them in the 
< preſence of ſeverals, and was overheard in another 
room by others. Mr. Potts ſhould therefore have 
£ adviſed better with his memory before he had aver- 
c red we denied our being a presbytery. The people 
E from Kelſo being diſmiſſed, Mr. Potts called me a- 
E ſide into another room, and expreſſed himſelf in 
© words to this purpoſe, Seeing that nothing could be 
c done in his affair, it was needleſs for him to wait. 
IT told him, That, for my own part, I thought it was 
© much ſo as to that; and if he wanted the preſent 
< difference brought to an amicable Iſſue, he ſhould 
© not fail in attending the ordinary meeting of presby- 
© tery; and that his continued abſence, which ha 
been always ſince his ordination, except two times, 
© had, in part, increaſed the difference. Ne deſire 
* me allo to let him know what we were now to do 
© which I did, ſignifying, That the presbytery were t 
© enter upon two private affairs, and to form a libe 
© againſt him; whereupon he ſaid, He would ne 
© ver appear as a pannel at the bar of the presby 
© tery, that we might aſſure ourſelves of; and I to! 
© him, if he would not appear in this capacity, v 
< would not decline converſing with him otherways 
and ſo we parted, after his dehiring me to write hit 
©. the reſult of our meeting as to his affair, which 
« promiſed, and did ſhortly thereaſter perform, ſo f: 
as I could, becauſe of my promiſe, otherways 
would not have wrote him: But, had he been in m 
© place, I believe him to be the man who would ha- 
been deficient of fo much Enp/iſh openneſs, wit 
.* which he ſappoſes himſelf to be ſo very liberally eig 
* dued, and of which I ſhall be perſuaded alſo wh 
proper evidences are ſhewn. | 


mY 
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Moreover, I cannot help obſerving how little 
Engliſh oppenneſs appears in the repreſentation he 
gives as to matters of fact in the foreſaid affair, In 
page 13 of his introduction, he ſays, In conſequence of. 
the above event, (viz, his not coming to aſſiſt at the 
celebration of the Lord's ſupper here) I was cited ts 
the presbytery, to anſwer for my conduct, which 1 obtem- 
ferate at Jedburgh. It is molt certain he received no 
citation to the meeting pro re nata here, which ſome 
of his readers are made to believe from his account 
of things; nor did he ever receive any to this hour 
in conſequeuee of that event, in regard that the preſ- 
bytery did never as yet cognoſce this conduct of the 
miniſter and elders at 7edbargh; but poſlibly he 
means the ſummons he received to compear was af- 
ter that event, which was certainly true, and an ob- 
ſervation — to make, ſeeing be was not cited till 
ſome time in December ; yet, when he comes to p. 
14 of his proteſt und appeal, he ſeems to have forgot 
that he had ſaid, His coming to Jedburgh was to ob- 
temperate the citation he mentions, for, in this place, 
he ſpeaks of it as a voluntary act of goodneſs in 
him, in order to uſe intereſt with the presbytery ſor 
what he calls conciliating any difference between he 
presbytery and him, no doubt by the help of his 
well- accompliſhed advocates truth and innocence; 
which, had they been preſent, would certainly have 
been prevalent. In p. 14 of his introduction, one 
would think he is brought to a nonpius in what fi- 
gure he ſhall expoſe the members of presbytery, and 


having, fer accidens, fallen upon two, he won't fax 


upon either to manifeſt the pinch he is brought tox 
However, for my part, as I cannot give the cha- 
racter of %, I will not that of /u#tile, and ſo he 
adds, As ſcon as they ſaw ME, they were in a furs 
prize, and had not the aſſurance to appear in a presby* 
terial capacity when I WAS PRESENT. It is very 


# Zatural to conceive, that when he looked on himſef 


© as 
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as ſuch 2 conſiderable being, he could not but ſee 
us as very inconſiderable; and ſeeing this pleaſeth 
him, neither my brethren nor I ſhall give him much 
diſturbance in the poſſeſhon of that honour he ac- 
quires in ſo doing. However, he ſaw nothing he 
could juſtly conſtruct ſo (ſave that the Reverend 
Mr. Mair declined an interview with him in the 
tavern) in regard we happened not to ſee him on 
the ſame eminence he ſaw himſelf, and never ſhun- 
ned converſe with him, when defired'; and had he 
tarried ſome few minutes longer than he did, as I 
earneſtly preſſed him, we would have had the aſſu- 
rance to appear in a presbyterial capacity, even in 
HIS preſence, In p. 15 of his introduction, he ſays, 
in that original of his to the moderator, which, 
when I read it, and another I received a few weeks 
ago from him, or forged by ſome hand in his name, 
remarkable for nothing but blunders and banter, 
brings to my mind the ſaying of the wiſe man, Pro. 
xxvi. 18. As a mad man who caſteth firebrands, arrows 
and death, (v. 19) fo is the man that deceiveth his 
his neighbour, end ſuith, Am not I in part? That 
the members ſaid, That they were to hold no court ; 
and in the ſame page of his proteſt, &c. We diſſembled 
and cloaked cur deſigus at this ſeaſon to him, the commiſ- 


froners, and others, pretending we were no presbytery,&c. 


and diſmiſſed them with the ſham pretext of our not being 
4 presbytery. This falſe and calumnious accuſation, 
which, by witneſſes of untainted integrityI can prove, 
deſerves no better anſwer than what Valerianus Mag- 


nus gave to a 7eſuit when ſo dealt with, mentitur impu- 
putentiſſime, which appears from the above narra-Þ 
tive. And this diſmiſſion was after they had wait- þ 


two days upon us. The ſame anſwer is due to this, 


as it is not fact, ſeeing theſe he calls commiſſioners ſe 


were never ſeen by us till Wedneſday after ſermon, 
and I don't think they waited 20 minutes on us; 
nor was he any longer with us that day than the 

x s others, 
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others, ſave the time he and I were alone, which 
would not exceed 15 minutes, and abour 4 or 5 hours 
upon the Tue/UYay's night; if he means he ſtaid fs 
long in the town, this is equally remote from the 
truth, being little more than 24 hours, having come 
about 12 o'clock on Tue/Uay, and went off about the 
ſame time on Wedrne/Yay ; and who hath he to blame 
for his coming upon Tueſday to meet with the preſ- 
bytery ? What citation did he receive bearing the 
21ſt of the month to be the day of compearance ? 
Had he come on the ſirſt of the month, he would 
have had twenty to wait ere he found us in 2 
presbyterial capacity. As for our praceeding to li- 
bel him in the dark, I hope you'll ſee, that in this 
the presbytery trode no unbeaten path : We hinder- 
ed him of no liberty he craved to vindicate himſelf, 
nor would we, He was not indeed preſent when 
the libel was formed ; but did he ever defire this ? 
and tho' he had, could we have been to blame, in 
refuſing him ſuch an unuſual requeſt. What he 
means by anticipating the woful effects that follow- 
ed, I know not, unleſs he means that he was to ac- 
knowledge his offence. in what was libelled againſt 
him ; but of this, when in private converſation, we 
ſaw not the ſmalleſt evidence; and altho* on Tue/= 
day night, before the Reverend Mr. Mair and me, 
he owned his having thrown dice at Carnhill, yet he 
ſaid what he could to extenuate the ſame ; and had 
he been as tender about depoſitions, as he would 


make the world believe he is, he had abundance of 


oo. 


time to prevent it, in regard none of their depoſiti - 
ons were taken at Fedburgh in November, no, nor for 


ſevetal weeks after this, as many of his unwarry 
© readers are made to believe, from the obſcure way 


23 


he lays it down, 


© In the above narratives I have in nothing willing- 


bly deviated from truth; and if I have, it is owing 


© th 
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© to weakneſs of memory, and not any wicked de 
_ © ſign. I am, with all regard, 


Jeaburgh, July 6. N. D. . 


17535 
Yours moſt a ſfectianately, 


Jon Smit: 


Jam now come to what may be called the princip: 
reaſon of your proteſt, viz. the forming a libel agai! 
1 you, which, you ſay, is ſtuffed with calumnies, contradict, 
ll ons, lies and falſho5ds, &c. page 15, This is a ver} 
|| | grievous indictment ; if it be true, you cannot be ju. 
I ly blamed for proteſting againſt us. But, I hope, iſt! 
1 Will appear in the end, that it is as falſe and unjuußz mn 
11 as it is in itſelf ſevere, | me 
hi It may be averred, with confidence, that calumnſWal 
0 was not the intention of that libel, tho? it be the d 2! 
ö ſign of your pamphlet. When the preſbytery frame fr 
it, they proceeded upon a very open fama clamo/7 i m 
the ſeveral facts charged againſt you, at which th: 1a 
could not connive, without forfeiting the gloriou th 
character of the church of Epheſus, Thou canſt not be: 
them that are evil, In framing the libel, and puttin Y 
the facts charged againit you by common fame to by 
regular trial, we did but our duty to you, and alſo if “. 
ourſelves, Had theſe facts been found falſe, when r: of 
gularly examined, the happy event of this proceſs h: by 
been the vindication of your character, together will in 
our reconciliation to you; this iſſue of the trial wor! 
not have added more to your honour than to our jo! let 
But if the faQs, or at leaſt moſt of them, be traf m. 


your accuſation of calumny, lies and falſhoods, vl 1” 
neceſſarily fall to the ground, and can ſerve to no oth: th 
purpoſe, than to ſtain your eſſay with the ſouleſt: Y 


proach. 
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d de You propoſe to anſwer all the articles of the libel, in 
the ſame order wherein they are placed in ſaid libel, 
You begin your attack upon the libel, by aſſerting, I hat 
the preamble contains a contradiction, bearing in one 
place, That all the min ſters of the aſſociate ſynod are 
ly, bound to maintain preibytery as the only government x 
and, in another part of it, to maintain presbyterian 
1 zMchurch-government is cenſurable. This, I confeſs, is ſuch 
a blunder, that no man of common ſenſe is capable 
cip! of it. The libel indeed bears, That all the miniſters 
hn th&aſſociate ſynod are bound to maintain py” 
/iMry as the only government of Chriſt's houſe ; and I 


A 


may add, that he is unworthy of the name of a preſ- 


ver 
jut byterian, who thinks or teaches otherwiſe. But that 
ve, i the libel, (which I have juſt now before me as in the 


minutes) adds, To maintain presbyterian church-governs 
ment is cen/urable, is ſuch an impudent lie, that I am 
altoniſhed how on had the confidence to publiſh it to 
e q the world. When ſuch falſhoods drop deliberately 
from your pen, it can be no error to deſire you to exa- 
mine what claim you have to that character given of the 
ſaints, //a. Ixiii. 8. Surely they are my people, children 
that will not lie; ſo he became their Saviour. 

You very broadly give the lie, to the firſt article of 
your libel, viz. your abſenting from moſt meetings of preſs 
bytery, and from all the meetings of ſynsd ſince your ordina- 
tion, without any excuſe offered for the ſame. The prooſ 
of this article is taken from the minntes of the preſs 
bytery, where you are marked abſent from all the meet» 
ings of the preſbytery but two. You appeal to the 
letters you ſent to the presbytery; who received theſe 
letters, excuſing your abſence, I know not: All the 
members of presbytery refuſe that they received any 
ſuch letters from you, beſide your printed one, dated 
the 18th of December 752. which, at beſt, was muſtard 
gien meat, being poſterior to the date of the libel, 
which, by this time, was put into your hands; and an- 
#ther one, which contained an excuſe for your ah- 
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ſence from another presbytery. Can this account d 
matters falſify that part of your libel ? 

You. conieſs, that you have not attended the preſ. 
bytery ſince June laſt, (viz. 1752.) the reaſon of which 
you tell us is, becauſe, you could not be ſuſtained as 1 
ſitting member, This excuſe is unjult, and alſo falſ, 
ſeeing no member of a presbyterian court can loſe hi 
ſeat in the court, till he be panneled by a formal libe 
put into his hands. + his excuſe therefore is a pitiful 
ſhift, and ſerves only to betray the weakneſs of it 

author. But you add, That you excuſed your ſence, 
ſome months ago, by a letter to the presbytery : Thi 
letter we received not till you were libelled, and 
there fore it cannot militate againſt the truth of the li. 
bel. Moreover, you are much miſtaken in afſerting, 
- T hat your printed letter does excuſe your abſence : ſu 
that letter you fignify, That you inclined to have attend. 
ed the meeting of the presbytery in December laſt, an! 
feme former meetings of presbytery, hud you not receivet 
- @ ſcurrilous libel (as you call it) from the clerk, ſeeing it 
Wwas natural to conceive, that you would be conſidered as 6 
delinquent, and could not be ſuſtained as a ſitting men: 
ber of the court. This conception, Sir, was falſe, and 
the birth, viz. your abſence from the meetings of preſ- 
bytery, unnatural, . This ought to have been a rea'on 
for your attendance upon the presbytery, that, by this 
means, you might ſeaſonably throw water upon the 
flame that was kindling againſt you. So far, therefore, 
is the pretended excuſe of your abſence from anſwer: 
ing your purpoſe, that it renders your abſence more 
Grabe, and involves you in the additional puilt of 
"a contempt of the orders of the court, to which you 
vowed to be ſubject. Neither did you ever attend 
one meeting of ſynod, ſince you were in the office of 
the miniſtry : Altho? it be true, that you excuſed your 
- abſence from the firſt meeting of ſynod, after your or- 
dination, in a letter to a brother; yet it is no leſ: 


*true, that you cloathed that brother with no _—_ 
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on to excuſe you to the ſynod, Neither was there 
ny ſincerity in the excuſe that you offered, ſeeing 
ou told three of your brethren in your own houſe. on 
rele 16th of June 1752. That the true reaſon why you 
hic. never attended any meeting of the ſynod, was their vi- 
1s iiting @ minute to your prejudice What prejudice they 


it of 


alſehhzve done you concerning that minute, I have already 
hy8-14 you. If they had hurt you in that matter, it was an 


ihe 
iful 
in 
CE, 
hit 


ind 


dditional reaſon for your attendance, that yon might 
btain a ſpeedy redre's of your complaint, This ar- 
icle of your libel is unexceptionably proven, and 
our trifiing replies ſerve only to add an additional 
uſtre to its proof. Neither are yov to think that this 
a trifling article. Youmay learn what judgment you 


li-Wre to form of it, from e . xii 8. Heb. x. 24. 25. 

ng rhis voluntary abſenting is declared cenfurable by the 
lihamous aſſembly of G/2/;-5w 1628 AF, Sef 23. Act, 
4 


n. Pe. 24. Likewiſe by the aſſembly 1647. A, Sefſ. 
7. nor can it 1aij to deſerve it, fecing ſuch a culpable 
ractice pours contempt upon the thrones of jud g- 
ment, and the aſſemblies of the houſe of David; throws 
every thing into confuſion in the houſe of God, and 
n-Mireakens the hands of fellow-presbyters, wb.o are 
1d diſpoſed to be faithful in preſerving order in the 
church.“ 

MN The ſecond article of the libel accuſes you of 


sealing againſt cur covenants in he of the months of 


e [unc, july / Auguſt J, (viz. 1752.) you complain, 
„hat you are not told what covenants you had ſpoken 
*-W:oainl, The (ile Hur covenants, uſed for the na- 
e ional covenant and folemn league, is fo familiar with 
mne Seceders, that it is ſtrange how you could be in 
CW any miſtake about this matter. Moreover, the pre- 


i :imble of the libel, which ie a key to every article 


[MW ibelled, mentions the national covenat and the 
ſolemn league expreſs]y, and detects the iniquity of 
peakiwig againſt them; none therefore that have the 
mall elt knowlege of the nature of libels, and are cap- 


able 
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able of comparing the ſeveral parts of a preamble ar 

libel together, could reaſonably produce this com. 
plaint. Had your brethren imagined, that this woull 
be improven as the cauſe of any quarrel, they would 
have ſaved you the trouble of this complaint. Your 
method of repelling this article deſerves particular no- 
tice. Say you, Whatever be your opinion as to theſe, 
(viz. the national covenant and ſolemn league) yet, 
according to the beſt of your ren embrance, this article i: 
40/5 fulſe, What is your private opinion about them,! 

know not; but it is certain, that you ſolemnly profeſſed 
their binding obligation upon this preſent age, when 


you were ordained to the miniſtry in Auguſt 1751, It 


you had a ſecret opinion about them of a different na- 
ture, it affords us another inſtance of your diſlimula- 
tion, Which, by this time, alas ! is become too fami- 
liar to you. Thovgh you do not remember you ſpoke 
=gainſt Pur covenants, which perhaps is true, how 
came you to imagine that this article is alſo falle? 
They are ill fili'd in logicks who will admit of this 


concluſion Before we can receive it upon the goodnel; 
of your memory, you mul: aſſure us, that your me- 


mory can loſe the remembrance of nothing; a per- 
fection claimed by none of t''e human ſpecies in this 
Mortal ſtate, Then ſhall we pay all the reſpect that is 


Aue to Hur perfect memory. Till then we mult be- 
Hieve that others have remembered what you have for- 


gotten. It is proven, by the depoſitions of two unex; 
ceptionable witneſſes, that, within the time libelled, 
though you did not condemn what was moral in theſe 
covenants, yet you could not approve of their being turns 
ed into the form of oaths. Pray, Sir, what could you 
have ſpoken more to their prejudice ? If they ſhould 
never have been turned into 0: ths, what reaſon can be 


aſſigned for this, unleſs it be that they were bonds of 
Iniquity ? If they were really bonds of iniquity, what 


are we concerned with then: ? For my own part, I 


think you have done more to bring them into con- 
temp 
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1 tempt, by this way of expreſſing your mind about 
il them, than any that ever denied their binding obli- 
11 gation upon the preſent age. 
Ih Neither are you to reckon this article of libel a 
ul trifle in its nature, or eſteem it a matter of indiffe- 
ol rency in itſelf. It has peculiar aggravations in you, 
i who engaged very lately to ſupport their credit. The 
1 iniquity therefore of your conduct is declared, Prov. 
xx. 25. /t is a ſnare lo u man to devour that which is 
, 18 holy, and after vows to make enquiry, Nor can we be 
etl accuſed of novelty, in making this iniquity a reaſon 
en Hof your cenſure; the aſſembly 1640. Act, Sep. 1. 
IN declare it cenſurable. 
a- The third article of your libel contains a charge of 
a-M Jatitudinarianiſm, founded upon what you declared to 
1-M ſome elders in your own houſe, That you could join wiih 
ol others in the ſocrament of the ſupper, uſing different geſ- 
will tures at it, ſuch as ſitting, ſtanding, kneeling or leaning. 
2M This is alſo proven by two of the witneſſes: Neither 
1s Co you offer any conſiderable contradiction to their 
el; depoſitions. You own the ſubſtance of what they have 
e-M {worn relative to theſe geſtures, with the trifling varia- 
r-W tion of uſing the word d/cunbing for leaning. What 
13 the deponents have ſworn, is, at leaſt, better ſenſe 
is than what you acknowledge. You ſignify, T hat though 
e- you could take the ſacrament of the ſupper in theſe diffe- 
r- rent geſtures, jet you did uot [ay, that you would do it; for 
*: the ſake of offence, you add, that you would not do it. 
d, am glad to find, that, in this caſe, you have a deſire 
not to offend Chriſt's little ones. I wiſh you were 
uniform in this tenderneſs; had you been equally 
tender in ſome other caſes, the world would have heard 
els of your clamour and noiſe, and you had more ac- 


be urately pondered the path of your feet. However 
ot hat be, I mult tell you fur once, that your parti-" 
at Wc ular liberty of confcience to Heel at the facra- 
I 


nent of the ſupper, expreſſed both by your tongue 
nu pen, is very ſcandalous, alter you ſolemnly de- 
clarcd 
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clared vour belief of the binding obligation of the na- 
tional covenant, as explained by the general aſſem- 
bly 1638. to abjure the hve articles of Perth, of 
which 4neeling at the ſacrament of the ſupper is one; 
as alſo, you vowed to proſecute the ends of this cos 
venant in the above ſenſe: Wherefore, it is no leſs 
than perjury in you, to retain a liberty of conſcience 
to kneel at the ſacrament, becauſe, by'a vow, you 
have ſolemnly renounced this liberty. But you add, 
Mu't you be exc ammunicateld, if you ſhould take the ſacra 
ment in a poſture different from 175. Then you ſignify, 
that you ho: M be excommunicated with excellent compa? 1 
even the moſl elle proteftant churches abroad, M bat 
ſurther cenſure the preſbytery ſhall inflict upon you, 1 
know not; put this is certain, that you may be ex- 
communicated for this, as well as your other irregula- 
rities, without the good company of ſuch churches the 
to keep you in countenance. Were you abroad at Ce- 
neva, or among the proteſtants in France, you fac 
might be excuſed for communicating in the ſtand- Wme: 
ing poſture with them, partly deen they never at- n 
tained to the uſe of the table poſture ſince the refo e 
mation. and partly becauſe the ſacrament of the pa- e c 
fover was originally obſerved ſtanding ; though I in- far 
genuoully confeſs, I cou 5 not indulge you in this I-hor 
berty in Fallaud, Britain or Ireland, where the ou 
till: -poktr: re in the ordinance of the ſupper has Ob. har: 
tained, with all prot teſtants, beſides epiſcopals, in ii no. 
ation of the primitive inſtitution by Chriſt, We, cre! 
with his apoſlles, did uſe it in the table geſture, aud in 
* hoſe example ought with us to have the ſorce of „ onſt 
precept. It is therefore your liberty to kneel at tig. 


1 


facrament t, that is the principal} part of our quarrel vt }at t 


von; partly, becauſe yeu hereby trample upon vou 
Colemn + os; part ly alſo, becauſe kneeling at the! a- De ct 
crament, las, bv the beſt writers among our reform. eeme 
ers, bren interp reted idolatry, and a groſs breach 01 oft et. 


the fecone commanyment, Conſult Mr. utherf 1.1 erty 
L. We to 
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Latin letter to Mr. Ephraim Melvil, and Cillleſpie's 
miſcellany queſtions, where you will find this 
point eſtabliſhed, with ſuch ſtrength of argument, as U 
you will never be able to overthrow. You have no 
reaſon to boalt of the practice of the Lutheran chur- 
2 ches in kneeling , the reaſon of that geſture with them 

| 

| 


” WS way, © 


a is, their doctrine of con ubſtantiation, ,which, if not fo 
, monſlruous in its nature as tranſub ſtantiation, yet la- 
- bours under the diſadvantage of being more unintel- 
„ ligible I with you had informed the world from what 
„ MWbiltory you learned, that the Lyzheran churches, in 
at ¶ three different ſynods, condemned the poſture of /ittins, 
not only becanſe the Arians uſed it, which indeed is 
true, but becauſe they were the firtt who introduced 
ting in their church, contrary to the practice of all 
the evangelical churches in Cure. This aſſertion is 
o ridiculous and abſurd, and church-biſtory gives 
ſuch ample documents, that no polture at the ſacra- 
- Inent was uſed beſide /itting, through ſeveral centuries 
t- Wn the Chriſtian church after its firſt erection, that 
cannot believe any ſynod of learned men could 
ue | e capable of ſuch a blunder in hiſtory, for the fake of 
| favourite notion. Till you produce ſufficient au- 
| hori y, T muſt be allowed to doubt of its truth. When 
ou ſhall prove it, and do this juſtice to your own 
haracter, ſuch an obvious miſtake will repreſent theſe 
I ynods in a pitiful light: However that be, it is no 
*cret in the world, that kneeling was firſt introduc- 
ag into the church about the 13th century, after the 
ah onſtruous figment of tranſubſtantiation was eftabliſh- 
It was but natural to the popiſh church to Sue, 

at they might adore the body and blood of Chriſt, 

ally preſent in the ſupper : : It is for that reaſon, that 
e church of Scotland, in her beſt times. have e- 
cemed this ueeling geſture idolatry; your conſcience 
uſt therefore be very wide, when you proclaim your 
erty to commit idolatry. hough ſome charity is 

e to the Lutheran churches, who never were 3 
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ened in this point of truth, what can be offered as zn |, 
apology ſor you, who have ſolemnly abjur'd this 
piece of deteſtable idolatry ? X 

The liberty you aſſume to yourſelf in kneeling, and 
allow to others, fo oppoſite to the primitive inſtitu- 
tion of the ſupper, and the primitive practice of the;,, 
churches of Chriſt, as likewiſe ſo contrary to the. po 
views of the ſtricteſt proteſtants ſince the reformation, Mr 
1s an inſtance of latitudinarianiſm, that is of a very 
groſs and ſcandalous nature in itſelf, but ſtill more {offi 
in you, who ſolemnly renounced the five articles offlc,, 
Perth. If you ſhall be able to free your ſelf from the 
guilt of perjury by this conduct, the ſtrength of youre 
invention cannot be fufficiently praifed,- In the mean, ;, 
time, the preſbytery cannot be accuſed of rigour, in}... 
making this article of libe] ſo clearly proven a reaſothi; 
of the cenſure they have paſſed againſt you. ren 

1 was ſurpriſed to find you throwing calumny upo bot. 
the Scoti/h nation, to defend your own liberty in knee; 5.5 
ing: Leſt I ſhould appear to injure you by this aſſer Con 


tion, your own words may be quoted, page 19. Ay 
© cording to my brethren s law and rule of proceduſmul 
E with me, they would have arraign'd and condemne: larg 
© molt of the inhabitants in Scot/and, becauſe the nam 
« could have joined in the late rebellion, as havin; ,- 


many opportunities and tentations thereto, mat 
© they would not.“ What is the meaning of the, 
words, if it be not that the molt of the people in Sc ane 


land are of 7acsbite principles, and were reſtraint * 
from riſing with others in the late rebellion, not read 
conſcience, or diſſaflection, to the pretender's inter thou 
which. according to you, can be no other than ti tion, 
fear of the vengeance of the government, the riſquin.on; 
of their ſubſtance, or a daſtardly cowardice that ſei cas 
ed their ſpirits? If theſe, and not conſcience, fame 
the only reſtraints of the Scots nation from rebellic celeb 
for my part, I do not think that the government haMe gx 


any reaſon to think us ſufficiently loyal, but have: 
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the reaſon in the world to judge us a Zacoltte race, 
who will not fail to rebel, ſo ſoon as a fit opportunity 
preſents it ſelf unto us. It is certain, that not a few, in 
me of the northern counties in Scotland, are ftrong= 
ly attached to a popiſh pretender 's claim to the throne 
of Britain, partly through the influence of their High- 
lau chiefs, and partly through the cunning craft of 
popiſh miſſionary prieſts, and epiſcopal clergy, who, 
for a long time, have been very ſucceſsful in diffuſing 
Jacobite principles in theſe places. It is no ſecret al- 
ſo, that almoſt the whole body of epiſcopals in the 
ſouthern counties in this nation are notorious Jaco— 
tet, though there are ſome few of that perſuaſion who 
are ſufficiently loyal. But I can appeal to all your judi- 
cious readers, if it be fact, that the body of this nation 
could have riſen in the late rebellion ; the body of - 
this nation are of preſbyterian principles, and till they 
renounce theſe principles, and give up with the preſ- 
byterian name, they muſt, by their principles be ſub—- 
1e&t to the preſent government, not for wrath but 
conſcience ſake; as alſo, for the ſame reaſon, be hear» 
ty enemies to the claims of a popiſh pretender, I 
mult wonder the leſs that your ſlandering talent is fo 
largely diſplayed in caſting odious ſlurs upon our 
names, when our nation comes in ſo unjuſtly for its 
ſhare of reproach, of which you are fo very liberal, 
that it cannot be amiſs to put you in mind, that, , 
eny man ſeem to be religious, and bridieth nat his tongue 
(and conſeguenty his pen) his religion is vain. 

You ſeem to ſhew a mighty fondneſs of telling your 
reader, that Exgland is your native country; and 
though 1 love not to make repriſals upon your na- 
tion, for the injuſtice you have done to mine; yet, to 
convince you that Exgland needs not throw a ſtone at 
Scotland for diſloyal principles, till it be freer of the 
lame crime, I ſhall entertain you with a paſſage from a 
celebrated author called the Hd Whigs, vol. i. p. 5, 6. 
Bur how many viſible ſymptoms are there of 8 
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A 
« the nation (viz. England) is on all hands alarme-" 
< with the growth of popery Authentick acht“ 
counts from the north and welt of England, and line 
« from the principality of Male, ſpeak of large num 
bers of converts, of the increaſe of maſs-houſes, th 
E publick appearance of popiſh prieſts, and of the mo“ 
© open reſort to their places of worſhip. In the tue 
great cities Ot London and Weſtminſter, they enter in" ©: 
to publick conferences and diſputes in ſavour 0 d 
< popery, privately ſpread among the people cate" 
. chiſms, for the reception of converts, books of d. 
© votion, and ſcandalous accounts of the reforme!W®! 
© religion, and of thoſe illuſtrious and worthy nc: © 
< who were the glorious inſtruments of providence | Wo 
in planting and eſtabliſhing it in this, and other ne.. 
© tions of Ee. The number of prieſts about thi; 
» city, 1s faid, by a moderate ene 7g to be no Jed 
c leſs than ten thouſand ; and the number of the pa- 
« pilts in the kingdom to amount to 600,000 * 1 bs; 1 
ide 


author of character has given you 2 goodly numbel 
of your nation, who mr aſt be conſcientions Facobites; 1 
and, if you add to them all your highs church party, 
*. ho are diſtinguiſhed, by their zeal ſor the intereſt of 
4 popiſli pretender, and of whom there are ſuch warm 
in England, that, if my information be not bad, will 
amount to twice the number of /ic117 catholicks, 
Judge then, Sir, if I can be juſtly a for tellin, 
you, that Scotland may vie with Engl: in the prin- 
eiples of loyalty, and in a zealous attachment to the 
preſent government. 1 reoice not in the above hi— 
tory of your nation; ſorry am I that there is a Z4c- 
bite in Britain: Yet, \ when you publiſh a calumay. =. 
gainſt my country, I may = pardo ned for mortiſving f 
yore ſeeming pride in yours, by letting you fee what 

nother has w ritt 21 about 0 ho knows more 
— of your nation than you can pretend, 

The fourth article of your libel accuſes you of de 
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me Cit che congregation. It is proven, by the oaths of 


the witneiles, that you have not preached at Stitchel/ 


ac. 
andlſince Oelober laſt In your Defence, p. 21. you do 
um deny this fact, therefore the witneſſes cannot be: 
th lamed for doing you an injury. Before I conſider 
nol our defence, it is neceſſary to remind you, that the 
twolErticl-s of union between the people of Sizchell and 
ine, were ſettled by the presbytery that you accep- 
Oed of the call from Stitchell, and the adherence to 


nd call from &, upon the f er of this ſettle- 
le. rent. By this deed of ſettlement, worſhip was ap- 
pointed to be two Sz; bbaths at “ii th. J, and one at 
_ YZ alternately : Secing therefore you had given 0- 
ver preaching at Ste hell altogether, it maſt neceſſa- 
ly fol low, that you have deſerteq the people of S11t- 
7 1, broke through the articles upon which they cal- 
[od you, and ſubmitted to your miniſtry; by which 
neans you have miſer1bley de&ived, and grofly abuſed 
nem, betraying the truſt they re poſed i in you. I find 
ndeed, you deny the charge of a Veſerter, unleſs we 
ad a ſoldier ou; {ty of deſertion, who does not keep his 
ent fixed in Fa 2 uo 2 t of or zund winter and ſun mer, 
hong h at the ſame tine e is in the camp, and not going 
er to the enemy's /{ * . t mating ſte Ifaſt reſiſtance 
io then. The Wee, ze of a follier will contri— 
ute little to your ſervic * and cannot be juſtly ap- 
lied to you; it is no ſecret, that, before you had de- 
erted your (tation at S itehell, you had openly gone 
er to the enemy's ſide, and publickly warred againſt 
our feilow-ſoldiers, amongſt whom you had enliſted 
gurſelf: Moreover, a foldicr is not at liberty to al- 
er the {ation of his tent in a camp without the leave 
his commancing-oflicer, leit he draw upon himſelf 
he juſt puniſhment of military 1 for his crime; 
vere not this the caſe in 2 military camp, no order 
ould be preſerved in it: Neither _ q you, at your 
wn hand, deſert your camp at S7i/chell in the winter 


ealon, "Vs the ſake of better accomodation at Telſa, 
Till 


_ Haw 
* 


done in the way you engaged by the acceptance 
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till the presbytery had exeemed you from that yoke 
which you had put upon your own neck, without an; 
exception of the winter ſeaſon, If you found thi 
yoke grievous to be born, why did you not remon 
ſtrate to the presbytery, and entreat them to eaſe yo 
of ſuch an intolerable burden? In the doing hereo! 
you would have acted like a presbyterian, and pai. 
Jome regard to that comely order which ought to 
obſerved in the houſe of God; but your doing of thi 
at your own hand, has involved you in the crime 0 
trampling upon the authority of the presbytery, . 
which you vowed ſubjection, and you have acted li}; 
one in a ſtate of independency upon any court unde 
heaven, have made your own will the Jaw of yo! 
conduct, whic! is no good quality in a biſhop. Bi 
acts of ſettlement, contracts, engagements, and voy 
of ſubjection mult all paſs with you for nothing, whe 
they interfere with your own humour, or claſh in u 
leaſt with your own ſchemes, to which, in this mz! 
ter, you have paid greater devotion than to the «i: 
tates of a tender conſcience. Farther, if you us 
deſirous of winter- quarters, you needed not retire 
Kelſo for them, but to Stiichell mceting-houic, hie 
is capable of containing a numerous coupregatio: 
What can therefore be more evident than your ſes. 
dalous deſertion of a part of your flock, by quitti 


the principal ſtation where you were appointed to « 


erciſe your miniſtry on the Lord's day, and have al 
violated the contract into which you did enter . 
the people of Stitchell, as alſo fixed your ſtation 
Helſo, where the people on the north. fide of Site 
congregation were not capable to attend you? Whe 
fore you have a rich title to the puniſhment duc 
deſerters of the poſts aſſigned them. You ftgnii 
That you are ng to exerciſe all the parts of v 
miniſtry among your flock; but this you have! 


their cell, upon the footing of the presbytcry's *: 
VW is 
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which fixed the claims between Stitchell and Kel/o, 
with reference to your miniſtry each Sabbath. You 
add a limitatation, provided they would act as ſheep, and 
be ſubje to your miniſtry. Had you, Sir, acted like a 
faithful ſhepherd, and fulfilled your ordination-vows, 
the ſheep had ſpared you the trouble of this com- 
plaint : Never did one of them reject your labours, 
till you began to build what you vowed to deltroy, 
and to deſtroy what you engaged to build ; nor did 
one of them withdraw from you, till you began to 
lead them aſide from the path of their duty, and at- 
tempted to make them ſtumble in their ways from the an- 
tient paths, to walt in paths in a way not caſt up. 

As yuur deſertion of your flock, by quitting your 
ſtation at Stitchell, is ſufficiently inſtructed by what 
is offered above; as your defence is feeble, and not 
to the purpoſe; and, as you confeſs yourſelf worthy of 
cenſure, if deſertion can be proven againſt you; I 
need not tarry to prove that the above article of libel, 
as it is proven, renders you worthy of cenſure, 

The fifth article of libel arraigns you as guilty of 
ſpeakins to the diſcredit of the whoie teſtimony, in one 
of the Tronths of June, July, r Augult : But you com- 
plain, that you are not told the year alſo, Had you 
been a miniſter two or three years, your complaint 


had been jult, and the want of the year had been a. 


material omifion; but, if you remember that you 
had been but one Jure, one Fuly, and one compleat 
Auguſt, a miniſter, when that libel was put into your 
hands (the Augn/? 1751. being far advanced before 
your ordination) this objection is very frivolous. Sup- 
pole one to come to a place in this nation from Ja- 
maica, where he had been born, and lived till he came 
to this country, and before a year 1s over after his 
arrival, he is libeiled for ſome attrocious crime, it is 
not needtul in his caſe, to ſpeciſy the year when 
he committed his crinie, it is ſufficient to men- 
tion the month, or months, becauſe the iniquity 

for 
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for which he is arraigned mutt neceſſarily be confin- 


ed to the year of his dwelling in the country, The 
caſe is exactly ſimilar to yours, we had but one yea: 
ot theſe compleat months of your mir«itry to go up- 
on, the mention of the year therefore, in which you 
were guilty of the alledged ſcandal, was ſuperfluous, 
or, at jealt, unneceſſary, ſeeing you were not liable to 
a miſtake, but for the ſake of a cavil, of which 1 think 
it not ſtrange you ſhould be fond, when better defen- 
ces are wanting You refuſe, page 21. J hat you /þslz 
to the difcre {if of the wh:le of the teſtimony, and add, . 


you would nyt dare to do this, with reſpect la the Turk”; 


Alcoran, while this one divine truth is in it, the profe/: 
fron of the being of a God, Surpriſing! Does the trut!: 
of the divine exiſtence, or any other Truths in the 
Alcoren, reſtrain you from calling the whole of it 
one of the vileſt impoſtures that ever appeared 2mon; 
men? If this ſtraiten your conſcience, to call it a bai 

forgery, or if you believe the exiſtence of one God 
upon the teilimony of the Aicoran, you will find your 

ſelf extreamly puzzled to prove yourſelf a genuin 

Chriſlian. Your ſignifying that there are ſome truth; 
in the teſtimony does it no great honour; one that 
would be difpoſed to ſhew his critical talent upon that 
exyrefion, would neceſſarily explain it thus, that it 
contains ſome ſew, but not manv. truths. This make: 
not the matter much better than the witneſſes have 
done, who have deponed, That yon publichly declared 
it was ftv#:<d with falſhoods. f fluffed with thele, 
what credit can it deſerve? Or what could you have 
ſpoken more to the diſparigement of it? This conduct, 


when compared with your late jolemn approbation c. 


profecate it in opyclition to every thing inconſilten! 
therewith, is another inſtance of your violating you 
ordination-vows ; as alſo of ſuch monſtruous diſſime 


LE . 


it in its true ſcope and deſign, and with your vow t0 


lation, as moy put cverv candid C,4r://:an to the bluth, 


if ſuch a complicated immorality, attended with aw— 
tw! 
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fl ae, be not worthy of church - cenſure, I am 
at a loſs to know what ſhall render people the object 
of cecleſiaſtical diſcipline. 

The ſixth article of libel bears, That you have been 
euilty of flandering the miniſters of this presbytery, and 


heir brethren in connection with them, accuſing them of 


nating the burneſs-cath materially a term of communion, 
This T mult allo tell you is proven, by the concur- 


ring depoſitions of a competent number of witneſſes, 


You refuſe the charge of ſlander, by telling us, page 
22. I hat yet u have wade it uu To princ! oe to be Very len- 
er with reſpect to any man's charaGer, and more elþe- 
"ally miniſters, &e. Let them believe this who can, 
may appeal to all your judicions readers, if this will 


Pelieve for them. You add, in the ſame page, I. hat 


his inſtance of ſlander is miſreprebe nted, in re- 
jard 5 ſaid, That we had made the affair relative to 

eſi-oath materia a term of communten This 
1: {tinction hetween I}. GRING the bury „A- nh, IP make 
5 ven, is fo ſubtile and nice, that it would take 
very netephefical head to explain it. But what e- 


, 1 23 A - * # 4 — * % * 
Hence do vou offer to fhew that we have made the 


air e e the burpeſs-oath materially a term 
communion? Nothing; but it is /o cl-ar, that it needs 
5 ſeein r oll thet are acquainted with the ſtate of 
Nn know it, | might tell you, in your own 


w the contrary, od connect fail to be ſurpri- 
ef! 2t your confidence in venting ſuch a plaring falſ- 


4houwh the former articles of libel, clearly proven 
'1 ou, be relevant to infer cenſure, yet this ar- 
cle ot flander, which is io contrary to the divine 
Shea nat evil one of another, brethren. He that 

% evil of his brother, and judveth his brother, 


| / 
beth evil 33 the law, aud ju{oeth the law, James 

'. 11.. may allo ſerve to encreaſe your title to it, 
aud 


the affarr relatit ve 10 the bergef: -oath a term of 


all who underttand the late of the ſeceſ- 
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and render you worthy of the churche's rad, which 
is intended for the chaſtiſement of her ſcandalous chil-· 
dren. However much you may ſcoff at ſuch uſage, . 


yet, if our conduct be juſtified by the unerring © arc 
racles, and the diſcipline of the church of Sc:t/aud, H 
the difcharge of our duty may yield peace to our © 
ſpirits, whatever be the unhallowed effects of it with "nl 


reference to you. 
The next article of your libel, viz. That you hate att 
endeavoured to draw your people into a connection wit! 
you, as ſecluded from your breth; en, is nit proven, You 
aſk, by what ſentence were you ſecluded from us 816 
till Vovember 22. 1752. when the libel was drawn up. 
againſt you at 7edburgh £ By no ſentence were you 
ſecluded from us till then, but you cannot blame vs 
for the uſe of that term, . we heard you had 
uſed it when converſing with your elders, aiking them 
if they were willing to continue with you; now whe! 
ecluded from your brethren ? \\ herefore, Sir, yo 
mult blame yourſelf and not your brethren ſor tha 
term, who did not inſert that term becaule it wa: 
good ſenſe, but becauſe they were aljured it w: 
uled by you. | 
The laſt article of your libel contains a charpe of your 
playing at the dice, on ſome or other of the days 5 July 
Augnſt, when at Cornhill, But you fignify, that you: 
being alib7 is ſuſſicient to repel this charge. I hi 
article is not proven, as the witneſſes knew nothin! 
but a fama clamo/u about it: And as it is not proven, {0!: 
is not made a reaſon of your cenſure: But it is cer 
tain, that, in one of the months named, or the Septe" 
ber following, when at Cornh;!! drinking the miner: 
water there, you confeſſed this fact to the Reveren. 
Meſſrs. Mair and Smith ; men, whoſe integrity the 
world never ſuſpected, and whoſe teſtimony has the 
happineſs of meeting with credit in all places wher: 
they are known, Moreover, you ſuffer much by con 
mon fame, if yo! did not loſe conſiderably by that d 
verſion 
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bil ſerfon. This, I find, you call a trifing article; if this 
„ juſt, then it muſt follow, that the diverſions of the 
ards and dice are ſuch trifling things, as not to de- 
„rue the notice of any eccleſiaſtick court. In this 
roundly differ from you. In both theſe diverſi- 
s there is lottery ; but the uſe of lots is an ordi- 
ance of God, appointed for the ſame end, that an 
ath is intended, v/z. Io put an end ts all ſtrife. Where- 
Pre, the ordinance of lots, like that of wearing, is ne- 
vor to be uſed without the greateſt ſolemnity and re- 
pious reverence of God, ſeeing by them, as well as 
y an oath, we make a folemn appeal to him to 
termine in theſe matters that are above the abili- 
es of men to decide. his is ſo evident from the 
ripture inſtances of the uſe of lots, in the caſes of 
chan, Saul, Jonah and Matthias, that I need not 
* rry to illuſtrate this truth. As they are to be uſed 
With a becoming reverence of God, ſo muſt they be 
receeded by prayer, Ads 1 4, 26. In what light 
en can we view the common diverſions of cards 
d dice, but as profane and preſumptuous appeals to 
ie Almighty, attended with an impious and daring 
orruption of his ordinance of lots, to the worſt of 
urpoſes, even the gratification of men's wanton and 
nordinate fancies ? Neither can theſe diverſions be 
„Ire e from the awſv! iniquity of tempting the holy One 
feel. It is for this reaſon, that the irreverend 
le of lots is mentioned in our Larger Catechiſm, as 
ne of the fins forbidden in the third commandment. 
ou may conſult the judicious Mr, Durham's treatiſe 
In the Ten Commandments, where you will find, in his 
xpoſition of the third commandment, the monſtruous 
ature of theſe diverſions, ſo clearly and nervouſly ex» 
oſed in their odious light, as may, through the 
ord's bleſſing, reſtrain you from returning to ſuch 
bominations, which are a ſcandal to one in your of- 
ice, and diſqualify you to reclaim others from this 


roſs immorality, which has always been onegof the 
G KAN iſh- 
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diſtinguiſhing marks of rakes in this country, an 
of perſons otherways looſe in their morals. It it 
likeways one of theſe fins for which the ſtricteſt mi. 
niſters in Scotland always debarred perſons from th: 
Lord's table. Neither has the church of Scotland been 
wanting in her diſcipline againſt it; fee Act of Aſeml. 
1596. Sef. 7. where her ſenſe of that ſin, and the 
way it ought to be cenſured in miniſters, is preſented 
to your view; which you may read with care, and 
bluſh at your own ſcandalous ſtep, if you, like ſome 
others, look not upon it as an old Almanack now out of 
date, 

Thus have I followed you through all the articles 
of your libel; the firſt ſix, which are clearly proven, 
do juſtly intitle you to cenſure : Your evaſive defence Du 
are pitiful and mean; ſuch as they are, I hope the 
are ſufhciently anſwered, and the weakneſs of rhen-: 
fully expoſed. The two Jaſt are indeed not proven. 
but the laſt of the two is true, by your own confeſſhon$ct 
to two of our brethren, tho' judicial evidence of it le 
truth was wanting. Sorry am I, that one in the r 
cred function of the miniſtry, who ought to be ex. 
emplary in his life, ſhould plunge himſelf into any 
vice, that is not only a reproach to his office, but 
alſo to the Chriſtian proſeſſion. 

. I muſt not now paſs by an inſtance of your cajumny, 
of a moſt ſingular nature, page 22, where you cannot 
content yourſelf with ſtaining our names, by laying: 
things to our charge that we know not; but you al-rt 
fo accuſe us of ſuch abominztions as are not to be name, 
alledging, That you could deteci ſemething in the ſecedins Wer 
miniſters, the like whereof you was never witneſs unto a- 
mongſt any ſect of men; but, os it might hurt that w/4-< 
1s more tender than us, namely religion, you will let it re! 
dormant till the great day of diſcoveries. Here the readerit 
is left at liberty to imagine us guilty of whatever his n. 
wanton fancy may ſuggeſt, drunkenneſs, fearing, adul- . 

tery, ſodomy, inceſt, atheiſm, or any thing elſe he * — 01 
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[ad the devil guided your pen, nothing more injuri- 
as to our names, or more pernicious to the credit of 
lizion could have dropped from it, as this vague 
nd nameleſs ſlander, which you ſo impudently caſt 
don us, I bluſh at your confidence, when you pre- 
nd a regard to religion, in this odious treatment of 
e characters of men. I may ſk you, Sir, if we be 
ilty of any fecret abomination to which you have 
en privy ? Why did you not ſecretly reprove, and 
deavour to reclaim us from it? Your duty as a mi- 
ter, and your connection with us as a brother, tied 
pu to this friendly office: Lev. xix. 17. Thou /halt 
t hate thy brother in thine heart : Thou ſhalt in any 
ays rebuke thy netghoour, and not ſuffer fin upon him. 
atth, XViil. 15. Moreover, if thy brother ſhall treſg 
ſs againſt thee, go and tel 11 his fault between thee and 
n alone : If be jþ // bear thee, thou haſt gained thy bro- 
er. Why have you, for our ſakes, trampled upon 
ele laws of heaven as obſolete ſtatutes, which are 
low your notice? But whatever ſecret iniquities 
* are guilty of, they can read your book with little 
dgment, who do not fee that you are a man of no 
dnſcience, who tell us, once and again in your book, 
Dur wiltingneſs to hold communion with us, whom 
du not only traduce as liars, juglers, and perſons 
hoſe morals are not fair; but likeways, as guilty of 
cret and nameleſs abominations. What ſober Chri- 
an can hold communion with fuch perſons, without 
riciting all regard to conſcience, and the dictates of 
e divine law, which commands us to withdraw fron 
ery brother that walketh diſorderly? ] am ſorry, that 
have reaſon to tell you, that every unprejudiſed 
ader of your pamphlet muſt fee, that, in the matter 
this nameleſs flander, you have acted more like x 
ithful diſciple of the accuſer of the brethren, than a 
nuine diſciple of the meek and lowly Jeſus, After 
, I muſt aſk you, what ſecret immorality can you fix 
60 us? produce it, it it be in your power, we dread 
nothing 


l 
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nothing from the diſcovery: Unleſs you ſhall gran 


this reaſonable demand, I crave that you be held as 
ſcandalous ſlanderer in the eye of the world. 

How came you to proteſt againſt us as the vp 
preſſors of prayer ms conference, in order to th 
healing of diſſentions betwixt us, page 24, The er 
dence of this charge is contained in your printed Jet 
ter. This accuſation, if it ſerve any purpoſe at al! 
tends to ex poſe us as ſo profane, that we hated t! 
duty of prayer; and ſo weak, that we durſt not con 
verſe with you, But the true reaſons of our not con 
pliance with that part of your requeſt, are theſe fo 
lowing : We had little reaſon to think, that vc 
were in earneſt in ſeeking eitaer prayer or conferer: 
with us, ſeeing it was with the ntmolt difficulty, a 
repeated refuſals, that three of us could obtain an 
converſation with you at your own houſe, on the 16: 
of June 1752. concerning your conduct with reſpt 
to "Felburgh communion. Again, the place whe: 
you demanded it, gave us little reaſon to think, tþ 

"you were very keen of obtaining it, viz, at your ov 
houſe; a very extraordinary demand for one, ti 
was cited as a pannel to appear before the preſby tet 
Had you been very deſirous of either prayer or co: 
ference with qs, you would have met with us at ti 
preſbytery, that, in the intervals of our meeting, 
might have prayed and conferred together ; had vi 
in that caſe, refuſed either prayer or conference v 
vou, there might have been ſome cauſe of complat 
again our conduct, as full of rigor and cruelty, a 
deftitute of that tender care that we ought to exert 
towards one another. But JI mult add, That the 
ture of your letter prevented our compliance u. 
your requeſt ; in it you tell 2s, you had ſomethi 
to propoſe about terms of communion, which, 
hoped, would ſatisfy. But, pray Sir, what was ti 
to the purpoſe ? Though your terms of commun 
be very wide, and allo very offenſive, yet terms 
col 
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| granfſcommunion were not the immediate queſtion betwixt 
eld as M ou and us. Had you wrote us, that you agreed with 
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us about terms of communion, our quarrel with you, 
{tated in the libel, had ſtill ſubſiſted, neither could we 
have dropped a proſecution of you, till we had receiv- 
ed ſatisfaction for the ſeveral offenſive articles con- 
tained in it. Wherefore, your talk about terms of 
communion did not affect your cauſe, nor the libel 
which you had received, and which the presbytery 
found you had poured ſuch contempt upon, as not 
to acknowlege that you received it. This was but 
ſmall encouragement to members of the presbytery to 
ride long fatiguing journeys, and deſert their week- 
ly employment among their flocks, to pray and confer 
with you, when there is not ſo much as one article 
ef the offence, we had juſtly conceived, noticed in 
your letter, but terms of communion only, which 
were foreign to the libel, Let the world therefore 
judge, it we can be juſtly charged with ſuppreſſing 
praver and conference. 

As I aw again led back to your printed letter to the 
nre{byticry, in the introduction it is not amiſs to ob» 
ierve a lime teſtimony you give of your candour, 
when you fignily, in that miſſive, that you are for 
peace, and hope that we will not ſay we are for war. 
We can, Sir, believe you are for peace, if this be 
granted upon your own terms. Who is the man that 
will declare himfelf for war, if he be allowed to ſettle 
the articles of peace according to his own mind? 
But I may atk you, Who broke the peace betwixt you 
and us? Did we hatch any novelty, from the time 
that the articles of peace were ſettled betwixt us, 
to give vou any cauſe of uncafineſs ? This you can- 
not pretend in your own defence, Moreover, did 
you not turn aſide into a new path, after you had en- 
gaged to keep the common beaten way, wherein we 
had long walked ? It looks therefore with a very bad 
grace in you, to pretend that you are for peace, aſter 
vou 
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yon have violated the articles of peace, with which 
you formerly profeſſed your fatisfation, When your 
letter came to our hands, we knew you too well, to 
imagine that we could have any peace with you, un- 
leſs we danced to your new pipe, and treacherouſſy 
trampled upon all the ſolemn ties we are under to 
cleave to the eovenanted reformation of theſe lands, 
and to a teſtimony againſt the backſlidings from it, 
both in former and preſent times. Peace with you 
we are not willing to buy at this expence : Neither 
can we believe that you are for peace, till we be ſo 
infatuated as to <{Lecm the breakers of peace, peace- 
able, and the keepers of it contentious, 

Your ncxt reaſon of proteſting againſt us, is our 
taking the depolitions of witneſſes againſt you, while 
you were not preſent to hject againli any of them; 
not having been cited three ſeveral times, according 
to the rules of this church, but only once, while 
you offered an excuſe for your abſence from the 
presbytery. It is true, Sir, that you were but 
once ci ed; but where did you learn, that a triple 
Citation is neceſſary according to the rules of this 
church, when a libel is given with a citation? 
I challenge vou to produce that rule of this church, 
if it be in your power. If you can ſhew it, the 
„ge will he indebted to you for a new diſcovery. I 
nd itis a very common rule in the church, that when 
a libel is given with a citation, and the perſon libelled 
doors not anſwer his citation, he ſhould have a ſecond 


citation ap 3 ey him, which, iſ he refuſe to anſwer, 


he ſhould be hclPas conſeſſed, with reſpect to the ar- 
ticles lihelled againſt him. This, I confeſs, would 
have been the belt way of ſerving you. It is altoge- 
ther falſe, that your letter bears any excuſe from that 

rceting of presbytery which you were cited to attend. 
7 can appea a} to all that ever read that letter, if one 
colour of excuſe be fred for your abſence. You 
try, indeed, to excuſe your abſence from ſome former 
mectings, 
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Fhichpeetings, with Mr. Brown's letter, which is fo far 
om being relevant, that the ſaid letter was an addi- 
onal reaſon for your attendance, and renders your 
bſence the more culpable. I find likewiſe, in the 
rm of proceſs, That the perſon cited, and libelled, 


xamined ; But where is the law of this church that 
ondemns the examination of witneſſes, in the ab- 
nce of the pannel, after he has got fair warning to 
ttend? When no libel is given to a delinquent, he 
ult be thrice cited before a court can proceed to the 
enſure of him. Did not the geners] aflembly proceed 
gainſt the eight brethren upon a lingle citation, at- 
nded with a libel, in the year 1740? Yea, did not 
ur ſeparating brethren proceed to the examination 
m; If witneſſes in our abſence, after a ſingle citation and 
ing idel put into our hands? Although we condemn 
nile ie rigour of the aſſembly in cenſuring the brethren, 
the Wot for iniquity, but their duty ; as alſo the unac- 
bur Mountable rigour of our ſeparating brethren, in pre— 
ple ending to cenſure us, over whom they had no power, 
his s I have ſhewed in a pamphlet, called, The new Con- 
12 MWitution unmaſked; which no man, of presbyterian 
h, Principles, can pretend to anſwer; yet we never com- 
he Plained of their examining witneſſes in our abſence. 

I Wou cxtoll the lenity of Mr. Ci, and his antibur- 
en els presbyters, as you call them, for citing you 
ed hrice ; but permit me to tell you, that if theſe bre- 
nd hren had honoured you with a libel, they had ſaved 


'r, Whcinſelves the trouble of that labour, and had rec- 
r- Woned a ſingle citation ſufficient for you, Your cla- 
id Pour, therefore, is founded upon your ignorance, 
e- iq tends to no other purpole than to expoie your 
at {Wicakneſs., How vain is it for you then to pretend, 
J. {Wlitwhere, that we (tole a march againſt you? This 
„e arge we abſolutely refuſe, we took a march againſt 
u ou, which we reckon'd our duty, but ſcorn the im- 
cation of ſtealing one, ſceing you got, in the kirk- 


ſtile, 


ay, be preſent, if he pleafes, when the witneſſes are . 
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ſtile, fair warning, and therefore ought to haye er 


tended for your intereſt, Moreoyer, equity itſeſtre 
does juſtify this form of procedure. What an ine 
tollerable drudgery would it be for poor labourþy 
ing men to travel twenty miles, or upwards, and ati 
tend three different meetings of our courts, before wh! 
could judicially admit them as witneſſes, in the cava) 
of a delinquent: Would it not expoſe them to thyhe 
ridicule of pannels, Who, like you, would ſit at home; 
till you received the third citation, if it were for nl 
other end but to diſtreſs the men that were to be reÞþec 
ceived as evidences again them? Would not this bcc 
the occaſion alſo of moſt tedious proceiles in ever$s 
caſe, where the ſcandal required the ſmalleſt proof? 

One would be tempted to think you had beeWh: 
dreaming, when you forgot yourſelf fo far, as to profſÞr 
teſt apa! inſt us in the ſame page, becauſe we allow | 
perſons to depone in your caſe, who, you are afrai/ Wh: 
could not be duly purged of malice, ill-will, rewar Wu 
or view of reward. This is heart-judying in the meFie 
glaring manner, wherein you have ſtretched yours ir 
too far beyond your meaſure, and preſumptuouſly r 
rogated to youre! f the work of an all-ſeeing Gg 
whoſe ſole provinceit is to {earch the hearts, and tri 
the reins of the children of men. You ſhould har 
remembered the advice of Chriit, Fudge not, that ye. 
not judge, before you had impiouſly commenced ti 
judge of the hearts of men. The witneſſes whom ya 
have the hardineis to judge, are men of untaiit 
ed chara&ers, aud, in their itation, men of good nt 
port, who were alſo purged in common foria of mt 
lice, partial council, and all undue influence hate 
ev er. love not to awaken the reſentment of thet 
honeft men; but they could not be much blamed, 1W- 
they ſhould cauſe you ſuffer pennance on a pillory, c 
this broad hint of their involving themſelves in in 
in of perjury for your fake. If you dreaded dang 


from theſe men, why did you not attend the presbyſ i 
ten 
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ery to offer your exceptions againſt them? Some 
rand thing might have been expected to ſupport the 
an inſlledged perjury of the witneſſes. You begin fair, 
abour$y ſaying, ſome of them ſoon ſhewed themſelves par- 
nd ates in the diſpute betwixt us and you. This is ſome- 
bre Hhing, it well 1 But how do you prove it? 
caoſſay you, Ay their conduct at Jedburgh. What was 


ye &f 
itſel 


to ihhhheir conduct there, if it was not their communicat- 
homeng at the ſacrament ? Was this a party-exerciſe? 
for n 500 declined your duty there, mult they be parties 


De reÞecauſe they did not dance to your new pipe. Your 
his econd medium, to evidence their perjury, is as ſtrange 
ever the former, 9/2. You had a cluim upon them for your 
of ? Lars, which they have not paid up ta this day. What 
beeFhen ? Docs debt diſqualify one to be a witneſs ? 
 proſÞr, muſt one be perjured, if he ſwear to the truth of 
owe fact, againſt one to whom he is indebted ? Whe- 
frail MWber your claim for vour ialary was good, I knownot, 
war hut you have the honour to be the firlt, that ever car- 
meſFied ſeceders to a court for your ſtipend. In the mean 
url Wime, had you ſerved theſe people according to con— 
y * ract, you had not wanted your wages. It was but 
Go itifyl and low in you, to entertain the publick with 
dle ſtory of your ſalary, which, perhaps, may tempt 
me to think, you aregreedy of filthy lucre, which is 
56s good character of a biſhop. 
tie Your lait reaſon of proteſt, may be expected to be 
of a piece with the former ones, that are already diſ- 
arded, viz. That we, at a late meeting of pr etbytery at 
inton, di moſt irregularly, and diſer derly, proceed to 
pt ſome of our nuinber, to come and preach in your 
Congregation ; and this we did, as you are credibly in- 
firmed, without being properly a presbytery, inaſmuch as 
ere was not one ruling eller preſent at this clergy- 
court, page 25, 26. It 1s trr. Sir, that we had 'a 
meeting of presbytery at Linton, in February laſt, at 
which not one ruling elder was preſent, where we 
found the firſt fix articles of your libel clearly proven; 
H | where 


Jo ignorant, as not to be capable of making a diſtinc- 
one held at the expence ot their power, impugning 


ſters of every cauic that comes heiore them; we did 
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where alſo, we appointed a probationer to preaci 
at Stitchell. You ſhould not have ſtretched your nar 
rative beyond the limits of truth, to ſay, that we aj 
pointed ſome of our number to preach in your con 
gregation, ſeeipg one can never make h; but this 
perhaps, is the moſt pardonable blunder in you: 
book. The reaſon that no elders attended that meet 
Ing is no ſecret, iz. the moſt tempeſtuous day tha 
Happened laſt winter, when people could not tra 
vel but at the peril of their lives. Your cla 
mour againſt us for acting in a presbyterial capaci 
ty, and your invidious calling us no prechyteria! 
while you inſinuate, that we are /eadins poor pes, 


inſenſtbly 49 4 medley government, a compound of the Papi | 
aud prelatical hierurchy, page 33. ſerve only to diſco- 
ver your ſhameful ignorance. Who does not know 
that presbyteries have always conſtituted and don: 
their buſineſs, when no elders did attend them? Mu: 
all theſe miniſters have forfeited the name of presby- 
terians for this realon ? Or, muſt they be lam— 
Pooned, as puilty of leading the people to ſubject 
themſelves to a medley eo0ernment of the prpith and pre- 
Iatical kierarchy ? It is ſufficient for presbyteries, a: 
their meetings, to acknowledge the elders power to 
fit and judge with them, by marking them abſent, 
who were choſen by their reſpective ſeſſions to atten; 
thei: mectings. This we did at Linton, according to 
our received principles and conſtant practice, when 
elders happen to be abſent. I am ſorry to find you 


tion between a presbytery held without elders, and 


their right and power to be cqual judges with mini— 


* 
the former at Lien, but abſolutely refuſe the latter. 
According to all the forms of the church of Scotland, 
the buline's of the pres>vter; fell into our hands, who 
were preſent at ſaid meeting; and we behoved yo 
| Procecei 
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oceed in it in the ſame way, as if no members had 
en wanting. Though our number was ſmall, we had 
e ſcripture quorum of 7#w9 or three, and therefore 
d reaſon to expect the benefit of the ſcripture pro- 
ile; Iwill be in the midſt of them and will bleſs them, 
hat is above, will juſtify our power to act. But you 
oteſt likewiſe againſt our acting irregularly, in ap- 
mting preaching in your congregation, while the proce/F 
twixt you and us was depending, and hud never been 
bled by you before the ſynod, Had we delayed to ap- 
int preaching at St:tchell, till you had tabled the 
nſe before the ſynod, perhaps we had delayed the 


-»/,Fpointment of ſermon there ſor ſeven years to come. 
pop 
diſco- 
KNOW, 
| don 

Nu! 
'esbys 

lam- 


hat was then to become of a deſerted people, from 
om you had treacherouſly withdrawn your miniſte- 
il Iabours upon the Lord's day? It is true, the 
oceſs was depending, but when the presbytery ju- 
cially found, that you had left your pulpit vacant, 


d the Stitchell people without a ſhepherd, while the 


or people were crying for the bread of life from 


„ue could not be fo cruel as deny them that favour. 


this deſertion you gave up with them, and left them 
ſhift for themſelves: Was it irregular for the people 
apply for ſermon, or for us to give it? Had we, 
dwever, been very keen of cenſure, and not fo ſlow 

finiſning your proceſs, we might have ſaved you 
e trouble of this complaint. But this is your thanks 
our lenity. 
I have now weighed all your reaſons of proteſt (L 
pe) in the even balance of ſcripture and reaſon, 
do not now bluſh to affirm, That they are light and 
ing. Some are evidently ſo at firſt view to every ju» 
dous reader. Others of them that appear more weighty 
hoſe, who know not the true ſtate of the queſtiong 
en they are unmaſked, and the fraud and falſhood 
4 haye mixed with them detected, they eyaporate 
'v ſmoke, and are lighter than a feather, 


Not 
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Not contented with your proteſt, you muſt al 
appeal to any well regulate and right conſtitute court 
the proteſtant reformed churches, to whom you ſubmit t. 
premiſſes, and crave that this your proteſt may be recor 
ed, in futuram rei memoriam, This extraordina: 
appeal and demand, is a flight worthy of a man in i 
rove of a fever, and ſerves only to diſplay your arr 

ant conceit of your title to ſuch particular noti 
and reſpect from the proteſtant churches. You mip 
have ſpared yourſelf the trouble of this high cla 
from any of them; none of their courts, wheth 
right or wrong conſtitute, will do you the honour 
record your proteſt in their minutes, the fame of 
mult entirely periſh, for any thing they will reckt 
themſelves obliged to do to preſerve it from the f 
of oblivion, which indeed, this mor{lruous child of 
irregular brain, ſo richly deſerves. 

You give à very ample proof of your high eſte 
ef ſome of your reaſons of proteſtation, when you! 
peat ſome of them as reaſons of your appeal to n 
of reaſon and religion. You cant expect th: 
ſhould repeat my anſwers alſo. Theſe which are: 
already anſwered, when briefly examined, will do 
little ſervice in the judgment of theſe men to wh 
you appeal your cauſe for a favourable deciſion, 

You appeal to all men of reaſon and religion, // 
ther or not it is reaſo.able or religicus, to ſeclude cn: 
Hour communion, becauſe he declares he could have c. 
munion with ſome other. miniſters of Chriſt and Chrifi 
in the churches of Chriſt, belides theſe called Secede 
page 27. Men of theſe characters will hear both | 
ties beiore they judge in the preſent queſtion. . 
appeal in the kirk-ltile is 70. appeliatum, or, in of! 
words, an appeal unjuſtly ſtated. Whoever heard 
diſclaiming communion with the foreign proteſ: 
churches, which profeſs the Calvin;/tica! ſcheme, : 
have not, departed from any meaſure of reformat! 
that ever they attained unto. We abhor the in; 
tat 
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tation of refuſing fellowſhip with them. To repre- 
ſent us therefore to the world as ſuch rigid ſeparatiſts 
from all the proteſtant churches, is another inſtance 
of your calumny, of which you have ſhown yourſelf 
to be very capable through the whole of your book, 
Moreover, the grounds of your ſecluſion from us are 
contained in your libel : How could you then delibe- 
rately publiſh a falſhood to the world, as if your free- 
dom to hold communion with others beſides us, had 
been the only reaſon of ſecluding you from fellow- 
ſhip with us, while it has not a place among our rea- 
ſons for that conduct ? I wiſh, in the mean time, you 
had told us with whom you can hold communion ; 
this, I find, you have carefully avoided, perhaps, you 
durſt not do otherways. However that be, I may be 
pardoned for telling you once for all, that they muſt 
ſhew themſelves very untender, and muſt eſteem deli- 
berate calumnies, and open ſalſi ods, venal fins, who are 
capabſe of holding communion with you, 

But to what purpoſe do you appeal to reaſonable 
end religious men, if it be generous in us to condemn you, 
er any man, under the notion of an heretiet, for decrying 

fſemethings in our @conmmy, as detriniental to the doctrine 
of the goſpel, particularly cur contratted terms of commu- 
nion. 1 wiſh you had told us whercin our terms of 
communion were detrimental to the doctrine of the 
goſpel. This, with your uſual plainneſs, you reſerve 
to yourſelf, The men of ren and religion, to whom 
you appeal this queſtion, before they give ſentence in 
your fayours, are to remember, that you made no 
complaint about our terms of communion till you 
were ordained, tho' you knew them then, as well as 
not; as alſo, that you vowed to follow no diviſive 
courſes from us. Then mult men of theſe characters 
paſs ſentence againſt you, as guilty of the want of 
candour in concealing your ſcruples, when it was 
proper to diſcloſe them, and alſo of trampling upon 
your ordination- vous. Moreover, theſe men condemn 
you for your 1:regular decrying of gur &coffomy. 

Had 
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Had your conſcience been burdened with the narrow 
terms of our communion,” why did you go to a tent, 
or a pulpit, with this grievance, while you had not re- 
gularly preſented your grievance before the judicato- 
ries, to which you had ſubjected yourſelf? No leſs 
was neceſſary to demonſtrate yourſelf a presbyterian. 
In this way you might have been cured of your un- 
eaſineſs, by the friendly reaſonings of your brethren 
with you, or you might have convinced them, if they 
1 were wrong, and n them from what was a- 
. miſs in their ways. But, alas ! it was not your de: 
ſign to reclaim, but to revile, other ways you had dealt 
more openly with us. Wherefore, the men of reh 
and religion mult own, that if your conduct, with re— 
ference to our economy, be conſiſtent ale fair deal- 

WM ing and chriſtian integrity, there will rarely be an 
"hl occaſion of repeating the prophet's complaint, The 
10 treacherous dealers have dealt very treac her only. 

I find you proceeding in the path of calumny; 


| page 28. where you have the hardineſs to accuſe us 
| of a ſpecious appearance of moreration, in order td 
4:44 ſtrengthen a party, and catch the unwarry in cur ſnare ; 
| 0 3 | 'but when Te have compatſe. our end, then „vou add, We 
wil | _exclaim againſt that moderation which wwe ſeemed to have. 


For this odious charge of Yub/e dealins, you offer no 
other documents, but your Own performance, and our 
| publick papers. Your book, when duly examined, 
5 cannot inſtruct your accuſation, Neither can any e- 
1 0 vidences of it be drawn ſrom our publick papers, In 
1 theſe we acknowlege the church of Sc αid, in her ori- 
N ginal conſtitution, viꝝ. in her fandards of ire and wor- 
N. "ſhip, diſcipline and gmernment, (to uſe your own phraſe) 
to de a caſte and ſingular beauty. But what can be 
| thence inferred to our prejudice? Have we not all along 
1 been uniform in our ſentiments about the preſent ma- 
N 0 nagemeyts of the eſtabliſhed judicatories of the church 
f of Scotland? Did we ever retract our indictment againſt 
them in the dec!irature, that they are not right conſtitute 
"HM Eo courts 
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durts of Chriſt ? Theſe, w@own, are grievouſly cor- 


upted, the backſlidings of theſe judicatories are wo- 
ally increaſed fince the firſt ſeceſſion, whereby the 
eaſons of ſeceſſion are multiplied, and the difference 
etwixt us and them is wider than ever, While there- 
ore we praiſe the church of Scotland, viewed in her 
andards, as a ſingular beauty, you cannot be ſurpriſed, 

hat we ſhould accuſe the ſame church, viewed in her 
udicatories, as molt corrupt, ſeeing our attachment 
o her, in the former ſenſe, obliges us to withdraw 
from her in the latter: Yea, what is the ſubſtance of 
all our complaint that we form againſt theſe judicato- 
yies, if it be not their maltiplied departures from as 
excellent ſtandards ? 

You might have ſpared yourſelf the trouble of . 
pealing to others, if we be not guilty of ingratitude to- 
wars you, who endeavoured to ſupport our ſinking cauſe, 
as you call it, by preaching for us, both in England and 
Scotland, page 30. Were I diſpoſed to ſerve you 
with your own meaſure, I might tell you, That you 
are a pregnant inſtance of ingratitude towards theſe, 
whom you call ungrateful. From the commencement 
of your ſtudies, till you appeared in the capacity of 
a preacher, you received more encouragement from 
the ſeceding miniſters than ever I knew another did 
meet with; you were alſo more kindly carreſſed by 
private Chriſtians of that denomination, than any o- 
ther ſtudent that ever appeared amongſt us. What 
return you have made ſor all theſe favours, I leave to 
others to judge. I may ask you, for your conviction, 
Wherein ve we in your debt? By no means are ve 
obliged to you for preaching in England, ſeeing you 
did not promote, but prevent the ſucceſs of the ſece- 
ding intereſt in Eng/and, as you boneltly confeſs in 
vour introdudtion. ho, by this time, is ignorant, 
that we are yet leſs in your debt in Scotland, ſeeing 
vou have ſtabbed the cauſe of a teltimony, eſpouſed 


by us, under the fifth rib ? 1 ſee you make a merit of 
cons 
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continuing in our communis every way to your detrimen 


advantage. It is a bad bargain when both parties are | 
ſers ; but you were a ſool to continue in connexion wit 
us, if it was not for conſcience ſake. To render us u 
grateful in the eyes of your reader, you add, Th 
now we {mite you for the hainous crime of charity. W 
have, indeed, ſmcte vou with the ſword of cenfur: 
not for the hainus crime of charity, as you endeavou 
to perfuade others ; for, if charity be a crime, I hum 
bly conceive, that your readers, | as well as your bre 
thren, will not {crnple to pronounce you int. 
Your rapid torrent of ſlander is not yet dried up 
vou proceed, page 3 1. 4 toad ver names with the infa 
my of the want of candour, calling us men who alle 
v lips ta lie, while vnn have the boldnef5 to challens 
us before a coil caurt, where you engage to inſtruct yo. 
eharpe. I leave my brethren to anſwer this 5 alleng 
as * think proper; for my own part, I eſteem 
below my notice; not that I dread the iſſue of ſuc! 
2 tryal before any competent court, nor would I di 
regard a challenge of this kind from any man of ue 
pute I integrity; but I cannot help fcorning it, 1 
coming from you, whom I have Pro". guilty of 
ſtuffing vour book with impudent lies, and deliberat 
falſnoods. Sorry am 1, Sir, that! have reaſon to tell 
you, That von do not appear, by your eſſay, tc 
have any claim to that pure character of the citizen 
of Zion, That he ſpeate th the t truth, as he thinketh it 1 


Lis heart. While I view vou in no better a light, | 


am diſpoſed to fave vou the trouble of compearing 
Hefore an earthir ind; 15, Had vou been under the 
influence of vour comnearance be fore the tribunal of 


| the righteous judge of all the earth, this odious ſlut 


on our names had never dropped from your infamous 


n. 
Reaſonable men muſt be ſurpriſed at your igno 


Fance, in appealing. to them, F eur conduct be not in. 


cor 2 ent 


If this was to your ſelriment, it has not been for od 
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anſiſtent with the laws of nature and nations, becauſe, 
ſay you, we ated as judges Tn an affair, where the na- 
ure of the thing did conſtitute us properly parties? 


trimey! 
f. Or O 


eg hy you call us parties, in your caſe, I cannot learn, 
r us unf it be not becauſe we did libel you. Could this diſ- 
4, Thuaualify us to be your judges ? Or, could the framing 


of a libel conſtitute us parties? Muſt I talk to you as 
if you were a child, and inform you, that it is com- 
non practice in the church of Scotland, from the Ke- 
formation, to this very day, for a presbytery to libel 
a brother, upon 2 fame clamoſa, and alſo to ſuſtain 
themſelves judges, how far he is guilty of the crimes 
libelled againſt him; wherefore, your appeal to the 
Je infa judicious world, upon this ſcore, may well cauſe 
;, | them pity your ſurpriſing weakneſs, but cannot pre- 
| vail upon them to condemn our practice in libelling, 
2 „and alſo cenſuring you, ſeeing we walked by the foot- 
Ae, ſteps of the flock, and the approven rules of the 
church of Scotland, which will ſtand the teſt againſt 


ity. W 
cenſur: 
leavou 
I hum 
ur bre 


fe the low prattling of an ignorant novice in the diſei- 
7 10 pline of the church. 2:73 

tx It is yet more aſtoniſhing to behold you diſplaying 
it, J your ignorance of the conſtitution of the kingdom of 


V Chriſt, pages 31 and 32. in appealing to all judicious 

judges, Whether or not any party of men can aſſume a 
power to lay a libel, and ſerve it againſt any of the ſub- 
of Jes of our ſovereign king George, in a conſiſtency with 
c the laws of theſe lands, while yet the ſaid party af men 
„ re looked upon, in the eze of the law, as no legal Court? 

What the laws of Britain ſay, in ſuch caſes, is nei- 
ther your concern nor mine, we mult be guided-by 
rin , g : 

"] the law of the King of Kings, in the cenſuring of 
you; as we have our office from him, we muſt be 
directed in the management of it by his laws only. 
I am forry that you feem to have forgot, that Chriſt's 
Oc 5 7 yy — . 

kingdom is ſpiritual, and independent upon the king- 
doms of this world. If we haye no power to cenſure 
you, beeanſe we axe not a /ega/ conrt in the gye of the 

| > I law; © 


vou never was a miniſter of Jeſus Chriſt. Lou havep 
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66 © LETTER wif e 
law, it muſt follow, that we alſo wanted a pewer tqig 
ordain you to the holy miniſtry ; as likeways, thaþv 


not acted. very wiſely in calling the validity of youynd 
office in queſtion : Moreover, if we be faulty in libel av 
ling you, becauſe _ are one of king George's ſub- 
jects, the Apolile Paul was in the ſame tranſgreſſion,” 
for directing the Corinthian church to deliver the in- 
ceſtuous perſon to Satan, though he was one of the 
Roman emperor's ſubjects; and the churches of Chriſt 
were all to blame for libelling and cenſuring Here- 
zicks, during the three firſt centuries of the church, 
before Cinſtantine the great became the head of the Ro- 
man empire, ſeeing they could not claim the honour of 
being legal courts, in the eye of the law of the em- 
fire. This appeal, therefore, can anſwer no other 
u{þoſe than to diſcover your ignorance of Chriſt's 
kingdom, which is not of this world ; and alſo to 


* Ge to ſer up ſora critick, and you muſt pardon 
nmz, when I inform you, Thar you are not yet qua- 


alia phraiſes will not reconcile with the com- 
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ever t jp hour hath put "thee to ſþ 


. n 4 LE”; ay hes <4 . 
ff; 
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ys, th ou from your apoſtaſy and may he enable you 
. u hay 4 | re ou ſ es you are fallen, that you may A 


of youtnd do your firſt works, I am net your eneny becauſe 4 
n libel-lave told you the truth. 
#'s ſub. 
HDalk eith, October 27. 
An, 1753. 
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HE foregoing Letter, having been aid at » 
ing Time when the Author had not Leiſure to loox 
e- | after the Preſs, the following Errors have inadvert 
ain tently crept into it, | 
on 
a- | Page 9. I. 17. for Hande cad goin, p „p- 2 : 2 foe 
ur pernicious r. promiſcuous, p. 16 you;" p. 
n- 19. I. 18. for more r. Brown, ibid. My 1 ee 
d r. more, p. 23. 1. for 2 2 r. 21. p. 25. * 
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ame, May the Lord rey . 
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AD VERTISEME NT. 
. the Schon owes no anſwer. * Mr, 
ous with. reference to the queſtion about terms 


of communion, forthe teaſons offered in the pamph · 


let, yet, if any judicious perſons That complain” of 
this want, he . informs them, T hat, God wile 
ling, he intends to publiſh a vindication of the /ece<. 
ding brethren, in conection with him, from the unjuſt 


accuſation of ſchiſm, and anreaſonable-narrowneſs.in 
the point of communion, wherein he intends ſuch de- 
ſencet of their condyQ; as may fatisfy all who: are 


onſciencious .. Presbyterians,. who have not adopted 
e le itudinarien ſelene, f 410 e Which, if 10 


proſecuted »] 1d,juſti Feen with mY 2 


